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CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirined b1J the Senate May 15, 1902. 

CONSULS-GENERAL. 
Thomas Nast, of New Jersey, to be consul-general of the United 

States at Guayaquil, Ecuador. 
Soren Listoe, of Minnesota, now consul at that place, to be 

consul-general of the United States at Rotterdam, Nether lands, 
from July 1, 1902. 

COXSULS. 
Henry H. Morgan, of Louisian;t, now consul at .A.arau, to be 

consul of the United States at Lucerne, Switzerland, from July 1, 
1902. 

Benjamin Johnston, of Iowa, now consul at Utilla, to be consul 
of the United States at Ceiba, Honduras, from July 1, 1902. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 
First Lieut. Frank G. F. Wadsworth, of Massachusetts, to be 

a captain in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 
First Lieut. WalterS. Howland, of Massachusetts, to be a cap

tain in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 
POSTI\LA.STERS. 

Frank M. Fisher, to be postmaster at Paducah, in the county 
of McCracken and State of Kentucky. 

Fielding C. Elkin, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the county 
of Fayette and State of Kentucky. 

William H. Harrison, to be postmaster at Flemingsburg, in 
the county of Fleming and State of Kentucky. 

Willie E. Harp, to be postmaster at Jackson, in the cotmty of 
Butts and State of Georgia. 

John .A.. Wallace, to be postmaster at Chester, in the county of 
Delaware and State of Pennsylvania. 

Sherman H. Eagle, to be postmaster at Gallipolis, in the county 
of Gallia and State of Ohio. 

George W. Huffaker, to be postmaster at Helena, in the county 
of Lewis and Clarke and State of Montana. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, May 15, 1902. 

The House met at 12 o'clock m . Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
HENRY N. CoUDEN, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. W .A.DSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, the agricultural appro
priation bill has been returned from the Senate. I ask unanimous 
consent that the House disagree to the amendments 9f the Sen
ate and ask for a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York, chairman 
of the Committee on .Agriculture, asks unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker's table the agricultm'al appropriation bill, dis
·agTee to all the amendments of the Senate, and ask for a confer
ence. Is there objection? [.After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. The Chair announces the appointment 
of the following conferees: Mr. WADSWORTH, Mr. HENRY of Con
necticut, and :r.1r. WILLIAMS of :~nssissippi. 

CATHERINE F. EDMUNDS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 1172) grant, 

ing a pension to Catherine F. Edmunds, with House amendment
disagreed to by the Senate. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
insist on its amendment to the Senate bill and agree to the con
ference requested by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER announced the following conferees: 
:h1r. LOUDENSLAGER, 1.\ll', BROMWELL, and Mr. RIC.H.A.RDSON of 

Alabama. 
LE.A. VE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. BURGESS, for two weeks, on account of important b~si

ness. 
To Mr. Toli:IPKINSof Ohio, until next :Monday, on account of im-

portant business. 
FURTHER DISTRIBUTIO~ OF REPORTS OF SUPREME COURT. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 5809) for the further di<>tribution of the Reports of the Supreme 

Court. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be1 and he is hereby, 

authorized and directed t~ ~istribute to each of ~he fogowm?-named offi~ers 
of the United States, additional to those named m section~ ~f the ReVIsed 
Statutes, namely: Each Assistant Attorney-General; the Solicitor _of _the De
partment of State; the Comptroller of the Currency; the Comm.ISSioner of 

. 

Internal Revenue; the Judge-Advocate-General Navy Deptutment; the In
terstate Commerce Commission; the clerk of the Supreme Court of the United 
States; the marshal of the Supreme Coru·tof the United States, and the attor
ney for the District of Columbia, one copy of each volume of the Official 
Reports of the Supreme Court of the United States, including tho£e already 
published and those hereafter to be published, or a reprint of the same, or so 
many of said volumes as with those already in the possession of any of those 
officers will make a complete set; and he shall also distribute of the same 
reports to the law library of the Department of the Interior and the library 
of the Dejlartment of Justice each two sets, and to the marshal of said co ru-t, 
as custodian of public property used by same, three copies of said reports 
hereafter printed, for use in the conference room the robing room, and the 
court room. of said court for the use of the justices thereof, and to each United 
States circuit and district judge who has not already been supplied, one set; 
and he shall also distribute to each additional United Statesjudge hereafter 
ap.P.ointed one complete set of said reports, which shall in all cases be trans
mitted to their successors in office, and to the Clerk of the House of Repre
sentatives, to be distributed to and for the use of the committee.s of said 
House, ten complete sets of said r eports. 

SEC. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior shall likewise distribute to each 
of the places where circuit and district courts of the United States are now 
holden, including the Indian Territory, to which they have not already been 
supplied under the provisions of the act of Congress approved February 12, 
18tiU, one complete set of the Official Reports of the Supreme Court, includ
ing those already published and those hereafter to be published, or an exact 
reprint of the same, or such volumes as with those already furnished will 
make one complete set; and he shall also distribute to each and every place 
where a new c1rcuit and district court may be hereafter established one com
plete set of said reports; and the clerks of said courts shall, in all cases, keep 
these reports for the use of the courts and the officers thereof: Provided, 
however, That no distribution of r eports under this section shall be made to 
any place where the court is not held in a building owned by the United 
States., or where there is no United States officer to whose responsible cus
tody they can be committed. 

SEC. 3. That, beginning with volume 183 the publishers of the Decisions 
of the Supreme Court shall deliver to the Secretary of the Interior, in addi
tion to the number heretofore supplied by law, 74 copies of each and every 
volume of such decisions, and they shall also deliver the 76 additional copies 
provided for in the act of February 12,1889, heretofore delivered by there
porter of the Supreme Court, 25 copies of which shall be deposited in the la"fv 
library of the Supreme Court. 

SEc. 4. That the Secretary of the Interior shall likewise distribute to each 
United States judge to whom and to each place to which the Decisions of the 
Supreme Court are sent under the provisions of this a.ct or of prior laws a 
copy of Digest of Supreme Court Reports broughtasnearlyas practicable to 
date. 

SEC. 5. That such sum of money as is required to pay for the reports of the 
Supreme Court and for the digest, the delivery and distribution of which are 
provided for in this act, is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated: P1·ovided, That not to exceed $2 per 
volume shall be paid for such reports and $20 per set for such digest, the said 
moneys to be disbursed under the direction of the Secretary of the lnterior, 
and the Secretary of the Interior shall include in his annual estimates sub
mitted to Congress an estimate for both the current volumes of reports and 
the additional sets of reports and digest, the distribution of which is provided 
for in this act. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Page 2, line 24, strike out the word "official." 
Page 2, line 25, strike out the words "an exact" and insert in lieu thereof 

the word "a." 
Page 3, line 2, after the word "set," insert" the judges holding such coru·ts 

to select the edition of such reports to be supplied for such coru'ts." 
Page 4, lines 1 and 21 strike out all after "Reports," line 1, and insert in 

lieu thereof the folloWlllg: "In four volumes, covering the decisions of said 
court to the end of the October term, 1898, such digest to cost not more than 
$20per set. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is a long bill. It is al

most impossible for us to know the particulars, and before con
sent is given I want to ask the gentlem .... n if the Judiciary Com
mittee have unanimously reported the bill? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The committee have unanimously re
ported the bill both at this and the last session. It simply pro
vides for the completion of the distlibution of the reports of the 
Supreme Court of the United States with digests. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think we ought to have a 
full explanation of it. I do not want to object to unanimous con
sent, however, provided the gentleman can tell us what is in the bill. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It provides for the completion of the dis
tribution of the reports of the Supreme Com·t of the United States 
to such court as are not now provided with them and to be ac
companied also by the digest; and it authorizes the judges of the 
court to select either the official edition or any other edition that 
they like of the Supreme Court reports. It also authorizes them 
to select either digest that they like of the Supreme Court repo1·ts. 
It fm'llishes about 75 new sets. The bill was rendered necessary 
by rea-s_on of the fact that there are a great many com·ts unpro
vided with them, and there are ltlso various departments unpro
vided with them. The bill was unanimously reported in the last 
session and unanimously reported at this session. 

11fr. RAY of New York. May I suggest to my colleague that it 
also provides sets for the various committees of the House that 
need them. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I notice, if the gentleman 

will permit me, that this makes an open appropriation. I would 
be glad if the gentleman would explain that. The amount ap
propriated for the purposes of the bill is not set out. How much 
is it supposed it will cost? It is simply an open appropriation and 
no amount specified. 
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Mr. LITTLEFIELD. There is no appropriation in the bill, if I 

r emember aright. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The language of the bill is 

"and an amotmt sufficient is hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated'' for the pur
poses of the bill. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. About $40,000 covers the whole expense. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Forty thousand dollars? 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Maine yield to the 

gentleman from New York? 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes, sir. 
Jl.fr. SULZER. I simply desire-
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Just a moment. I desire to submit 

another amendment in lien of the last amendment offered by the 
committee. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is, Is unanimous consent 
given to the consideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. MADDOX. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD . . Yes. 
Mr. MADDOX. Does this provide for furnishing a copy, for 

instance, to the judge who presides at two or three different 
places? Do you propose to furnish it to the different divisions 
where the courts are held? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes. I will read the portion of the bill 
which covers that: 

SEC. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior shall likewise distribute to each 
of the places where circuit and district courts of the United States are now 
holden. 

To each place. 
Mr. MADDOX. Well. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 

Chair hears none. The gentleman from New York desires to ask 
the gentleman from Maine a question. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have the amendment re
ported. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment just 
sent to the desk. , 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out all on page 4, lines~. 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, after "laws," on line 4, and insert 

in lieu thereof: "a copy of such digest now published, or in course of J;JUbli
ca.tion~ of the Supreme Court Reports, in four volumes, covering the declSions 
of saia court to the end of the October term, 1898, or a later period, and to 
cost not more than $26, as the several judges and officials shall select respec
tively." 

In section 5, page 4, line 16, insert the word "six" b etween the words 
"twenty" and "dollars." 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will state to the gentleman from New 
York that this amendment is introduced to enable the judges and 
the various officials to select the digest they prefer. One digest, 
published by the Lawyers' Cooperative Association, provided for 
in the original amendment, costs$20, and another recently issued 
by another concern costs something like $26. The maximum is 
made $26, so that the judges can select the digest that they prefer. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of this bill as 
amended, and I trust it will pass. I understand this amen<lm.ent 

. perfects the bill and meets with the approval of the judges of the 
Federal courts, and that they are in favor of this bill with this 
amendment. I hope the amendment will be adopted, and as 
amended that the bill will pass without division. 

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Maine a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Maine yield to the 
gentleman from North Carolina? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Certainly. 
Mr. Sl\i.ALL. At present, as I understand it, the reports of the 

courts of appeals of the several States are furnished to the Con
gres ional Library and are in the law library. I desire to know 
if this bill under consideration provides for furnishing current 
copies of the United States Supreme Court Reports to the various 
State libraries in the several States? 

Mr. SULZER. The law, I believe, substantially does that now. 
1\fr. LITTLEFIELD. It dpes not in terms refer to the State 

libraries of the various States. It only provides for the courts of 
the United States and the officials of the United States. This bill 
does not disturb the exi~ting provisions of the law in that respect. 

Mr. SMALL. The gentleman from New York says that the 
law does that now. I think he is in error as to that. The sev
eral libraries of the States are maintained usually in the capitals 
of the States and are a part of the library of the court of appeals, 
but they have to purchase the United States Supreme Court Re
ports. There is no existing provision of law for the distribution 
of those reports to the various State libraries. 

Mr. SULZER. That is so-not all the State libraries. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. This bill does not undertake to accom

plish that. We only go so far as to provide for the United States 
courts and the United States officials. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the committee 
amendments will have to be passed upon first, and then the 
amendment submitted by the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I am authorized, Mr. Speaker, by the 
committee to submit this last amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ments recommended by the committee. 

The question was considered and the amendments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the amend

ment offered by the gentleman from Maine by direction of the 
committee. 

The amendment was considered and agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, was v 

read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. LITTLEFIELD, a motion to r econsider the 

last vote was laid on the table. 

HOMESTEADS IN THE UTE RESERVATION. . 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill H. R. 12796, providing for free 
homesteads in the Ute Indian Reservation, in Colorado. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of the homestead laws be, and are 

hereby, extended over and shall apply to the lands included within the limits 
of the former Ute Indian Reservation in Colorado, in addition to the pro
visions of existing laws relating to cash entries thereon: Provided, That no 
selection or entry of lands in lieu of land included within a forest reservation , 
or of soldiers' or sailors' additional homesteads shall be allowed within said 
limits. 

SEc. 2. That all sums of money that may be lost to the Ute Indian fund by 
reason of the passage of this act shall be paid into the fund by the United 
States, and all moneys received by reason of the commutation of any home
stead entry shall be credited to sa1d Ute Indian fund. 

SEC. 3. 'l'hat no lands shall be included in any location or settlement under 
the provisions of this act on which the United States Government has valu
abl13 improvements. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera
tion of the bill? 

Mr. CANNON. What does this bill propose to do? 
Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, I would be glad to explain to the 

gentleman. When we passed the free-home bill, this and two or 
three reservations were supposed to come under the provisions of 
the act. The land offices took cases for almost a year, and then 
the General Land Office or Attorney-General decided that, this 
being set apart by special act, the general act did not reach it. A 
like bill from Washington has already been passed, and I believe 
this is the last one. The only thing this does is to permit home
stead as well as cash entries on the Ute Indian Reservation. and 
while there is quite a little land in th~ reservation there are prob
ably forty-nine fiftieths of it a part of a great range of mountains. 
There are some little parks, and there will be probably fifty or-a 
hundred thousand acres taken under the homestead act. 

Mr. CANNON. What is the size of the reservation? 
Mr. BELL. The size of the reservation originally was about 

12,000,000 acres, but this r eservation is not in the plain part of 
Colorado, but in what is called the park and mountain chain 
region. Pretty nearly all of it is mountain, as it is in what is called 
the park system. There will be a million acres of mountain to 
100acresof park. Now, the most of this land that has been taken 
and will be taken is taken under the mining law and under the 
preemption, arid-land, stone, and timber acts. None of the cash
entry acts are disturbed. It simply gives the right of homestead 
on this domain which has never enjoyed homestead privileges. 

Mr. CANNON. The United States bought this land from the 
Ute Indians? 

Mr. BELL. Yes, sir. 
Mr. CANNON. Has the United States paid for it? 
Mr. BELL. The UnitedStateshaspaid for it, as the lands have 

been sold. ~ 
Mr. CANNON. Now, this legislation covers between one and 

two million acres of land-
Mr. BELL. Oh, no-
Mr. LACEY. Over 10,000,000 acres are involved. 
Mr. BELL. There are 10,000,000 acres in the whole tract; but 

there is not one acre in a thousand that could be taken. 
Mr. CANNON. But, a-s I understand, this legislation throws 

open 10,000,000 acres of land heretofore belonging to the Ute In
dians, and under treaty, as the lands are disposed of, those Indians 
are to be paid. Now, this takes the whole 10,000,000 acres be
longing to the Ute Indians and throws them open to homestead 
settlement, and makes the Government liable at once--

Mr. BELL. Oh, no; the gentleman is entirely mistaken. 
Mr. CANNON. Well, how is it then? 
Mr. BELL. The mineral lands and the lode claims are now 

entered at $5 an acre, while the Government pays only $1.25; and 
the coal lands, em bracing many square miles-all of the coal lands 
of the Grand Junction, the Delta, the Gunnison, and the Durango 
countries-sell from $10 to $20 an acre, while the Government pays _ 
only $1.50. There will probably be ten claims taken in the future 
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under the stone and timber act, and possibly the preemption act, 
to 100 taken under the homestead act. There are only a few 
places where land can be taken as homesteads, by reason of the 
lack of water. It must be borne in mind that two great timber 
reserves, amounting to millions of acres, have already been taken 
out of this vast tract. · 

Mr. LACEY. About seventeen hundred thousand acres. 
Mr. BELL. Yes. The lands taken by the Government as tim

ber reserves are to be paid for at $1.25 an acre. The valleys where 
watered are now weU settled and in the highest .state of cultiva
tion-land having already been taken under the preemption laws, 
under the desert-land act, and under the stone and timber acts. 
And there is no question that from five to six claims will be taken 
under the other acts, outside of the mining act, to one taken un
der the homestead ad. The decision of the Government is that 
it has to pay nothing until the claim is actually proved up, I be
lieve, and the Government will doubly recoup itself out of the 
mineral lands that are now selling from $5 to $20 an acre. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Let me make a suggestion in relation to 
the homestead entries. Not half of the homesteads that will be 
taken up under the provisions of this act will be free homesteads. 
The custom in that country is (and it pays the settler to do it) 
to live upon the land for fourteen months and then commute by 
paying $1.25 an acre. This has been almost invariably done in 
that part of the country up to the present time under the pre
emption act. There is hardly a chance that half of this land will 
be taken up at all, and not more than a twentieth part of it can 
be taken for homesteads. Not more than a half will be obtained 
from the Government free of charge. 

Mr. BELL. Not one acre in a thousand. 
Mr. SHAFROTH. Perhaps not that much. 
Mr. CANNON. Under the treaty with these Indians, and as 

the law now stands, these lands are taken 1.mder the desert-land 
act and the stone and mineral land laws which the gentleman 
from Colorado [Mr. BELL] speaks of; and as the Government is 
paid for them, it pays the Indian--

Mr. BELL. One dollar and twenty-five cents an acre. 
Mr. CANNON. And the Government does not pay the Indians 

until that is done. 
Mr. SHAFROTH. And it will not under this bill, as I under-

stand, until the land is located. . 
Mr. CANNON. Now, I want the attention of the gentlemen 

to this point. This bill proposes to make the homestead laws ap
ply to lands in the reservations. Those laws do not now apply. 
Am I correct about that? 

Mr. BELL. That is right. 
Mr. LACEY. In answer to the gentleman from illinois [Mr. 

CANNON], I will say that the free-home policy, which was in con
troversy in this House for so many years, was practically decided 
upon as to all or nearly all of the reservations, with the exception 
of this one, which would undoubtedly have been included at the 
time but for the fact that it was overlooked-not because of its 
size, because it was big enough to have been seen (for there are 
about 9,000,000 acres of it left), but it was overlooked because of 
the fact that there was a comparatively small amount of the land 
that anybody could live on as homestead land, and therefore it 
was not directly included in the free-home bill, and consequently 
under the terms of the original Ute act it was open to cash entry 
only; it was not included in the general free-home bill. 

So, Mr. Speaker, the House will be surprised to learn that there 
are 9,000,000 acres of land there that could not be settled on under 
the home tead law at all, owing to the old Ute treaty. Now, by 
passing this la~, placin~ those in the same ?ategory ~th the 
Sioux ReservatiOn and With the forest reservations, to which the 
n·ee-home law has heretofore applied, it will open this land. 
Although there are 9,000,000 aCI~es of it in amount to be settled 
on, I do not believe the amount to be settled on will be very large. 
. I wish the whole 9,000,000 acres could be settled, but only a small 
proportion of it can possibly be settled on as homesteads, because 
of the fact that it lies in the roughest part of Colorado. . 

Mr. BELL. Yes; it is right among the high mountain ranges. 
Mr. CANNON. Then I1.mderstandofthe9,000,000acreswhich 

is to be opened to homestead settlement the moment that is done 
by the homesteaders the United States_ is bound under treaty-

Mr. BELL. - It pays for it when it is proved up on. Let me 
suggest to the gentleman, if he will allow-

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 
Mr. BELL. They will take 10 acres under the coal acts to l 

acre under the homestead act. Now, we know that, because there 
are the greatest coalfields in Colorado or in the West in Gunni
son, Montrose, Delta, Mesa, Montezuma, Garfield, Pitkin, Routt, 
Rio Blanco, and other counties. 

Mr. LACEY. They can do that. 
Mr. SHAFROTH. That is $20 an acre. 
Mr. BELL. The Government sells that at from $10 to $20 an 

acre and it keeps out all but $1.25. The great San Juan mines 

are in this region, the greatest in the West, and the Gunnison 
mines and the Aspen mines are all in this locality, but they sell 
all those lode claims at $5 an acre. All of the placer claims are 
sold at $2.50 an acre, and it only pays them $1.25. Now, we sim
ply take it out of that, and I can guarantee there is not over 
50,000 to 100,000 acres at the outside that can possibly be taken 
under homestead laws under present conditions. It is among 
mountain ranges. 

The great Black Canyon and the Great Uncompahgre, SanJuan, 
and other mountain ranges are there, and all of that mountain 
region. comprising two parallel mountain ranges, with many 
short cross ranges with peaks going up among the clouds-the 
highest in the entire Rocky Mountains. There is just a little 
park here and there. Iwantto say, further, to the gentleman that 
nine-tenths of all the land that can be settled is now under a high 
state of cultivation under the preemption law, and most of our 
settlers who can be benefited are a lot of old men in there who 
have taken their preemption claims . hel·etofore and would like to 
take homesteads. Tho poor fellows can take a few cows and go 
up in the mountains, get a homestead at some little stl·eam, and 
they can live there and can make a living. This constitutes the 
demand for this act. The ordinary citizen will still take his land 
under the timber act and under the stone act, preemption, or 
arid-land act, because there is no water except just in the little 
stream here and there high up in the mountain, where home
steaders can graze their stock and grow a little hay and vege
tables. 

Mr. CANNON. Let me ask the gentleman another question. 
The gentleman admits that of these 9,000,000 acres now thrown 
open to homesteads there will be proved up a hundred thousand? 

Mr. BELL. From fifty to one hundred thousand. 
Mr. CANNON. And the title will go to the homesteader free? 
Mr. BELL. , Yes, sir. 
Mr. CANNON. And the moment it does, the Government 

must pay the Indian under the treaty? 
Mr. BELL. Yes, sir. 
Mr. CANNON. A dollar and a quarter an acre? 
Mr. BELL. Yes, sir; but from $2.50 to $20 per acre have al

ready been obtained from these mineral and coal lands, out of 
which to repay it. · 

Mr. CANNON. Now, you have the whole thing in a forest 
reservation, have you not? 

Mr. BELL. No; they have taken out a couple of million acres 
for forest reserves, against our protest-we did not want them; 
the Government wanted them. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, in those forest reserves, these lands of 
the homesteader go into the forest reserve. 

Mr. BELL. No: he can not touch it at all. The forest re
serves are ten or twelve thousand feet above sea lev-el. 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman will find, in line 6, an amend
ment offered by the committee: "not included in any forest 
reservation.'' 

Mr. BELL. It does not touch the forest reservation. It is 
hard to get up to the Battlement Mesa Forest Reserve, on north 
side horseback, and n·om south side by light wagons. Those are 
away up at the head of the stream, on top of the mountain 
ranges. 

Mr. CANNON. Does this meet the unanimous approval of 
the Committee on Public Lands? 

Mr. LACEY. ·I will say. that it did. 
Mr. 'CANNON. Is there not some other reservation we can 

get? 
Mr. LACEY. I would be glad to find another one or two. 
Mr. BELL. We have passed one already this session. ' 
Mr. CANNON. I do not see my golden-haired friend from 

Nevada on the floor at this minute. If I did, I would ask him to 
sound a trumpet call in favor of the irrigation bill. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BELL. He did that yesterday . 
Mr. CANNON. I will say to my friend, for whom I have very 

great regard, that if I had understood what this was, I think I 
should have interposed an objection; but it was not interposed, 
and I am ready for the House to dispose of it. 

Mr. BELL. We will reciprocate in the future. 
Mr. CANNON. · I want to say right here that the truth is we 

are engaged in making treaties with the Indians. I fancy that 
some legislation is now pending to extinguish Indian titles, and 
to buy 1 acre of good land, and in buying it to get half a dozen 
acres of that which is of no account, and to pay two or three prices 
for it, the land to be thrown open to free homes; and in ninety
nine cases out of a hundred the result will be that the free home 
will go to the man who wants a great range and has his access 
to water. The Treasury is heavily burdened, and the multitude 
in whose name all this is done are not accommodated. Some
times when I see these things come trooping along, I am reminded 
of that exclamation of the celebrated French woman, ." 0 Lib
erty, what crimes are committed in thy name!" And I think, 
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"0 people. poor people, what crimes are committed in your 
name." [Laughter and applause.] 

The SPEAKER. · The question is on agreeing to the amend
ments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 

third time; and it was accordingly read the third time and passed. 
On motion of Mr. BELL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 

was laid on the table. 
SUNDRY PAYMENTS FROM THE CONTINGENT FUND. 

Mr. BULL. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
Accounts, I sub~it several 1·esolutions, and ask that they be 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. 
BULL], chairman of the Committee on Accounts, by authority of 
that committee, calls up the following resolution: 

The resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House be, and hereby is, au

t-horized to purchase and retain in his care an emergency case of m edicine 
and suitable instruments for minor operations, for use in case of illness or 
accident to persons in attendance at the House, sama to b~_paid out of the 
contingent fund of the House, in an amount not to exceed $500. 

With the. following amendment: 
Provided, That said case and instruments shall be examined and approved 

by Representatives WILSO of New York, SHOWALTER of Pennsylvania, 
and BALL of Delaware. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 
Also the following: 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized and directed 

to pay out of the contingent fund of the House to Mrs. Jessie A. Glenn, widow 
of William J. Glenn, late Doorkeeper of the House of R epr esentatives, the 
sum of $2,514.00, being the balance of one year's salary, from December 1 
1901, and also the expenses connected with the funeral of said Glenn upon 
vouchers approved by the Committee on Accounts. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
Also the following: 
R esolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby directed to pay, out of the 

contingent fund of the House, the sum of $275 to such person or persons as 
may be desi~nated by the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Har
bors for clerical services rendered to said committee during the present ses
sion. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
Also the following: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Accounts be, and hereby is, authorized 

and directed to l>rovide for the payment to the following conductors of the 
House elevator m the House wing of the Capitol, to wit, L. B. Cook, George 
Winters, M. F. O'Donnell, and S. A. Barnes the difference between $1,100 and 
$1,200 per annum from July 1, 1899 to July 1, 190"2, as has been customary in 
the past under the deficiency bill. 

In lieu of which the committee recommend the following sub
stitute: 

Resolve~ That the Committee on Appropriations is hereby authorized to 
make proVISion in tlle general deficiency appropriation bill as follows: 

To pay to the conductors of the elevators in the House wing of the Capitol 
the difference between the amounts received by them and the rate of $'1,200 
per annum, from July 1,1900 to JuneOO, 1902, inclusive, each as follows: 

L. B. Cook,~; George Winters,~; M. F. O'Donnell, $200; S. A. Barnes, 
$200; in all SSOO-

The SPEAKER. The question will be upon the substitu 
resolution. 

The substitute was agreed to. 
N.A. VAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the naval appropriation bill (H. R. · 
14046), and pending that motion I ask unanimous consent that 
the time for general debate be extended one hour. I do so upon 
the request of my colleague upon the committee [Mr. MEYER of 
Louisiana], who has charge of the time upon the other side of the 
House, in view of the fact that the House has already occupied a 
large portion of one hour in unanimous consents, which time we 
expected to occupy in general debate upon the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from illinois moves that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 
·14046, and vend.iug that motion he asks unanimous consent of the 
House to eXtend the general debate until4 o'clock to-day. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. SHATTUC. Pending that question, I would like to ask 
the gentleman what time will that close general debate? 

Mr. FOSS. At 4 o'clock this afternoon. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request? [After a 

pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
The question now is on the motion of the gentleman that the 

House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. SHERMAN in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the bill H. R. 14046, the title of which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read .as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 14046) making appropriations for the naval service for the 

fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes. 

Mr. FOSS. Now, 1\Ir. Chairman. I desire to ask what is the 
situation as to time? · 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will inform the gentleman in a 
moment. [After a pause.]. The gentleman from illinois has two 
hours and twenty minutes remaining, and the gentleman from 
L ouisiana one hour and eight minutes. 

Mr. FOSS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I want to speak for a mo

ment upon a question to which I presume the attention of every 
member of the House has been called, not only by the able argu
ments made on the floor on yesterday, but by the continuous 
appeal to members th:r:ough the medium of the post-office, touch
ing the question of the construction of battle ship and other ships 
of the Government in the navy-yards of the country. The mat
ter has assumed such a shape that while I do not feel inclined to 
go to the full extent that was insisted upon by the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. WILLIAM W. K.ITCHI.t~] , I do believe that the 
time has come when there ought to be a carPful investigation of 
the subject-matter of this controversy made in order that the 
exact facts can be obtained. 

I do not believe-and indeed I was gratified to hear the position 
of the gentleman from North Carolina-! do not believe that the 
members of this House would be carried away by any appeals 
that might be made to them to undertake t.o build the future 
Navy of the United States in the navy-yards if it was to cost a 
material and considerable sum greater, after the permanent estab
lishment of the work in the navy-yards, as compared with the 
work under contract. Indeed, I understood the gentleman from 
North Carolina to say that if upon full investigation it became 
satisfactorily established that the cost to the Government was 
much greater-! do not know that he made any percentage-he 
would not favor the proposition. Now, my proposition is that 
we do not take all the ships at this time and undertake to con
struct them in the navy-yards, because I recognize that sort of 
thing would not be a satisfactory test of the relative cost under 
the one system or the other system. 

What I would like to see would be such authority given to the 
Secretary of the Navy as would enable him to construct in a navy
yard-and I assume it would be in the best navy-yard fitted for the 
purpose-one battle ship, one armored cruiser, and one or more 
gunboats, and let by contract to the best bidder in the United States 
an equal number of the same class of vessels, and thus ascertain 
by the best method possible the relative cost of the two proposi
tions. I did not listen to the whole debate, but I have heard it 
s ted very often that the Secretary oftheNavywould not be able 
o ascertain these facts. I do not believe that. I believe that a 

condition of facts sufficient to guide the future action of the Gov
ernment can readily be ascertained through the Navy Depart
ment, and I assume that there will be no discrimination or any 
attempt by unfair reports to prevent the ascertainment of the 
cost. I take it that the Navy De~artment will be very willing to 
build ships themselves if they can do it as cheaply and as well in 
all respects as if it were done by private contract. 

Now, it is said that there are some elements that enter into the 
building of a ship by the Government that do not enter into the 
cost of a ship constructed by a contractor, and that those ele
ments can not be ascertained and measm·ed. I admit that that 
can not be done to an absolute mathematical demonstration to a 
dollar, but I believe it can be told near enough. The question of 
administration ought necessarily to enter into the construction of 
a ship by the Government in a navy-yard. The salaries and ex
penditure of money for inspectors and constructors and whatever 
else there may be, and if there is a greater expenditure of money 
in the Government navy-yards than in a private shipbuilding 
yard, that is a question for ascertainment by the Secretary of the 
Navy. 

Now, 1\-Ir. Chairman, if I estimate the character of the new 
Secretary of the Navy correctly, and I think I do, after the time 
that he has been a distinguished member of this House, I do not be
lieve that the problem that would thus be submitted to him 
would be one difficult of accomplishment. I think I know 
enough of the mind of Mr. Moody to know that he would not fail 
in the ascertainment of this question. He is a man of the high
est character, full of true ambition. clear-headed, and thoroughly 
capable. Those of us who know him well feel the greatest confi
dence in his ability to give us the fa-cts we need for the correct 
solution of this problem. _ 
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The CHAffiMAN. · The time of the gentlem.an has expired. ships, and in. many cases landlocked. It is destined to become the 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent greatest commercial port on thePacificandprobablyin the world. 

to extend my remarks in the RECORD. Upon its bosom might float the vessels of the world's commerce 
Mr. FOSS. I yield the gentleman more time. and all the naval armanents of earth without crowding. It is 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not care to occupy it. near Ala-ska. It is on the nearest route to the Orient. Upon its 
Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. I merely would like to ask the gentle- shores are the terminals of three great transcontinental railway 

man a question. . lines connecting with great ocean steamships to China and Japan, 
Mr. FOSS. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman from and the time is not far distant when, under pToper encourage-

Ohio. ment, the greyhounds of commerce will leave here for all ports 
Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. If I understood the gentleman, he of the world. 

said that he favored in this bill a provision for the building of one Bordering its shores are the greatest lumber forests in the 
battle ship or one armored cruiser and one gunboat in the navy- United States. In the near-by mountains are inexhaustible stores 
yards. of coal and iron awaiting the touch of om· civilization. Fish of 

Mr. GROSVENOR. One or more gunboats as would make as all kinds sport and glisten in its limpid waters, and the "lordly 
complete and as perfect a test as the genius of the Department · salmon" delights the fisherman and. feeds the world. 
could bring about. Its surface is like liquid glass or. when the sun is low in the 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. The gentleman understands that this west, molten gold. Seldom is it ruffled by the passing wind. save 
bill provides that one battle ship or one cruiser only shall be built in its main channels. Its arms and channels encircle emerald isles 
in the Government yards, and that as for the other five the Sec- of surpassing productiveness and beauty. Its shores are fringed 
retary of the Navy shall have the discretion whether they shall with evergreen forests or rise abruptly in towering cliffs crowned 
be built there or by contract. , with lofty fir and majestic cedar. In its limped depths are pho-

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly, I am aware of that. But I tog:raphed the God-throned Olympics and the towering Cascades, 
would provide that this test should be made; I would stipulate it whose lofty crests are frosted with the snows of the eternal ages . 
in the bill. I do not propose to offer an amendment to the bill, and around whose cloud-piercing summits the mists of the sky 
because I never do anything of the kind when a bill of this char- lovingly linger as if to catch the fiTst kiss of the early morning or 
acter has been prepared at the expenditure of so much time and to hold in loving embrace the halting rays of fading twilight. 
study by so able a committee as this. I only 1·ose to impress up- The Puget Sound Navy-Yard is located on·Sinclair Inlet, one of 
on the committee that, in my judgment, there ought to be a test; the bays of this beautiful body of water. It is about 125 miles 
and if the bill already provides sufficiently to justify the Secre- inland from the mouth of the Strait of Fuca and about 15 miles 
tary of the Navy in making this ascertainment, why that is quite from Seattle. There are two entrances from the main channel of 
sufficient for my purpose. I want to have the question tested the sound or from what is called Elliott Bay, the harbor in front 
once and forever, or as near forever as it is possible to get results of Seattle-Agate passage to the north and west of Bainbridge 
to project themselves forward in the knowledge and judgment of Island and Richs passage to the south. Agate passage is quite 
the people of the country. nan·ow and more than 11 miles in length. Richs pa-ssage is about 

Mr. 'l'A YLER of Ohio. But I do not understand the gentle- 3 miles long and nowhere more than 1,500 yards wide, and at the 
man to set his face in favor of saying that the bill shall provide throat, for a distance of about a mile, it is only about 700 yards 
that one-half of these vessels shall be built in the navy-yards? wide. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not at all. I only want to prol'ide that The selection for a site for a navy-yard on the North Pacific 
a test shall be made, and a fair one, and that the ascertainment coast was provided for in an act of Congress passed in 1888. A 
shall be complete. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to renew my commission was appointed, consisting of Capt. A. Mahan, Com
request to extend my remarks in the RECORD. mander C. M. Chester, and Lieut. C. A. Stockton. After a care-

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous ful investigation they selected the present site of the yard Port 
consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is there objec- Orchard, or Bremerton. In 1890 another act of Cong1:·ess was 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The Chair de- passed providing for another commission, this one being com
sires to state that in the hasty computation of time a slight posed of Capt. T. 0. Selfridge, Col. George H. Mendell, Corps of 
mistake was made. The gentleman from Louisiana has fifty-five Engineers; Hon. F. C. Platt, Hon. R. W. Thompson and Lieut. 
minutes, instead of an hour and eight minutes, and the gentle- A. B. Wyckoff. This commission, after a very careful investi-
man from Illinois has one minute more. gation, selected the same site. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield fifteen minutes to the gen- Secretary W. C. Whitney, in his instructions to the first com-
tleman from Washington [Mr. JoNES]. mission, gave them the requh·ements of a good site for a navy-

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chan-man, the liberal pro- yard, and to these I want to call your attention in detail. 
vision the committee has made for Puget Sound Navy-Yard and First. A situation upon a good harbor of sufficient depth and 
its development is very gratifying to our people. We have felt accessibility for vessels of the largest size and heaviest draft . 
heretofore that we have been neglected by the committee. We This requirement could not be met better than by the harbor 
ha.ve felt that the neglect was due to lack of information, prob- at the Puget Sound Navy-Yard. The channels leading to it are 
ably, relative to the conditions in our country, and it is rathe1· deep enough to float vessels of double the draft of our greatest 
amazing to us to find out the lack of information, or rather the battle ships at any and all times. In the harbor itself there is 
misinformation, that individuals have with reference to the room enough to float the enth·e Navy in water ranging in depth 
Puget Sound country. from 5 to 10 fathoms at mean low tide. 

This is not confined to any p~ticular class. The ideas of many ·In this connection I want to notice a statement made by Ad-
high in authority are really surprising cmd, in many cases, ridicu- miral Melville in his testimony before the Naval Commjttee 
Ions. Many members of Congress seem to have erroneous ideas which is susceptible of misconstruction. Referring to the depth 
as to the State of Washington, its climate, and productions. of the channels at Mare Island and at Puget Sound, he was asked 
What shall we say of a great statesman, who had tmveled all by Mr. DA.YTO~: "Do you have any idea of the depth of the chan
over the world, who, at Seattle, looking out on Puget Sound, nel there?" meaning Puget Sound. Admh·al Melville: " No, sir; 
which stretches away to the sea through a channel from 3 to 20 there is difficulty at Puget Sound because they can not anchor 
miles wide and from 300 to 1,500 feet deep, asked, "Can large there. It is too deep. It is not safe to anchor in more than 25 · 
vessels get from here to the sea?" How amusing it is to have a fathoms of water. A modern sailor does not like to anchor in 
Congressman ask, "How can you stand the cold out there?" more than 10 fathoms or 60 feet." 
when thethe1-mometer never gets in sight of zero. I was urging This is true to a great extent of the main channels of Puget 
upon one of our high naval officers some matters in relation to Sound. Sinclair Inlet, the harbor of our navy-yard, however, 
the Puget Sound Navy-Yard, and he innocently asked, "Have complies exactly with Admiral Melville s specification. An ex
you any dry dock there?'' Such a question seemed to me hardly amination of the Coast Survey chart shows, as I stated above, that 
excusable, when the fact is that we have the only dry dock on the the depth of the water in front of the navy-yard clear across the 
P acific coast in which a battle ship has ever been docked. To the channel does not exceed 10 fathoms. The har'Qor is almost abs<r 
members of this committee who care to listen I shall try to give lutely landlocked, and shipping in the harbor is never disturbed, 
some little information relative to our navy-yard and Puget even during the most violent gales, I have no doubt but that 
Sound. each member of Congress has received a card upon which is 

Puget Sound is the term or name given to the tree-like projec- printed an editorial from the San Francisco Chronicle of Friday, 
tion of the Strait of Fuca within the limits of the State of Wash- February 7, 1902, entitled" Puget Sound bamboozling Congress." 
ington. It applies to no single body of water, but includes all This editorial charges that we are endeavoring to build up Bremer
the bays, gulfs, straits, sotmds, and inlets into which the strait ton Navy-Yard at the expense of Mare Island. This is absolutely 
divides. Its shore line, including all its windings and circlings, is untrue. We are not making a fight upon any place. We depend 
almost 2,000 miles in length. Its channels are deep enough to upon our own advantages, and do not desire to build up by tear
float the largest battle ships. Its harbors are almost countless in ing down others. As a matter of fact, the fight has been waged 
numb~r, spacious in extent, of sufficient depth for the l~rgest by the other fellow, and I have no doubt but that he is stimulated 
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by the progress we are making and from the fact that our advan
tages and superiority are becoming known to members of Con
gress. In this editorial the following appears: 

The superiority of Mare Island Navy-Yard over any pointof Puget Sound 
can not be questioned. Whoever heard of a ship being wrecked in 1\fure 
Island waters during any kind of weather? It would not be prudent to ask 
that question as to Puget Sound. Seattle and other Sound J?Orts furnished 

• the country very recent ly with the spectacle of ships wrecking themselves 
at their wharves during one of those gales which they are liable to experi
ence at almost any season of the year. They have, in fact, not yet recovered 
from the effects of the late stopn whjch swept the waters of the Sound. 

Right here we recall the old saying that " those who live in 
glass houses should not throw stones," for the ink had hardly 
dried on this editorial when the following appeared in the Wash
ington Post of February 26, not as an editorial, but as an item of 
news, and no doubt sent out by the Associated Press: 

SAN FRANCISCO, F ebruary f5. 
One of the heaviest southwest storms that has been experienced in many 

years struck this city this morning. The wind attained great velocity, 
blowing 45 miles an hour in the city, while at Point Reyes it reached tiO 
miles at 7:30 o'clock. Ships dragged their anchors or broke their moor
ings at their docks, a fishin~ boat was capsized, the telephone and electric 
wires were down, and awnmgs, shade trees, and fencyls were WI-ecked, and 
pedestrians were greatly inconvenienced. 

Telegraphic commumcation with the outside world was cut off. The full 
force of the storm was felton the bay, and the bar was so rough that vessels 
w ere unable to leave port. 

North of the ferries craft of all sorts were tossed about like egg shells. The 
violent south wind stirred the bay into a rolling, tempestuous sea, against 
which anchors were almost futile. Swell after swell, each apparen tlv heavier 
than the one }?receding, pounded the ves.o;els from the southerly direction and 
sent them drifting in dangerous proximity to one another, drove them close to 
the piers and to the islands, and kept the towboats busily engaged in efforts 
to prevent disaster. 

TR.A.NSPORT .A.T STORM'S MERCY. 

The transport Solace, with nothing but 300 tons of coal to keep her down, 
broke from her anchorage off Beale street and careened about the bay like a 
drunken sailor. She drifted broadside on until a collision with the Govern
ment steamer Albatross seemed imminent, but she veered off in the nick of 
time. The wind and the swell caused her to drift helplessly, sending her finally 
toward the transport wharf at Folsom street. The officers of the service 
gathered on the pier, fully expecting the Solace to crash into the wharf. For
tunately t the direction of the swell carried the transport around until she just 
cleared tne buffer and swung out into the stream. 

The transports Hancock and Rosecrans, which arrived from Manila last 
night, r emained in the stream. No effort was made to land their passengers. 

· The SanFranciscolight;-shipiiNo. 70, located 7milesfromPointLobos, parted 
her moorings during the heig t of the storm and was soon drifting toward 
the harbor, which she finally made. At the time she went astray the wind 
was blowing at the rate of '10 miles an hour. Three three-story houses were 
blown down in the Mission district. 

Mr. DAYTON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
single question? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Certainly. 
Mr. DAYTON. I would like to ask the gentleman if he has 

any idea where this vast amount of misinformation comes from 
with reference to Puget Sound and Mare Island? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Well, I could not say about that. 
This card, I think, was sent out by the Vallejo Chamber of Com
merce. 

Mr. DAYTON. Does the gentleman knowwhatthatorganiza
tion is; of what it is composed? 

l\Ir. JONES of Washington. Now, I do not say that this wind
storm touched the Mare Island Navy-Yard, or affected the ship
ping there, but I have just as much right to say it as the San 
Francisco Chronicle had to conclude that any storm we might 
h!)ve on Puget Sound would affect our navy-yard. We do not 
deny that we have storms on Puget Sound. I doubt, however, if 
we have them as often as they do on San Francisco Bay. We do 
not have them at all seasons of the year, as charged in this edi
torial. In fact, we have them but seldom. We did have a severe 
storm there the 1st of January, but its severity was felt only 
along the main channels of the sound and did not affect the har
bor at our navy-yard, as will be seen from this simple statement 
from a letter received by me from the commandant of that yard 
under date of January 28, 1902, and before this editorial was writ
ten. This is the statement: 

I suppose you have seen in the papers about the blizzard here. A good 
deal of damage was done in all the sound cities except h ere, where nota cent's 
worth of damage was done to any vessel or anything else on the waterfront. 
Small rowboats took men from the yard in smooth water, and the harbor 
was smooth being sheltered by the surrounding hills. It was a. strong illus-
tration of what a perfect harbor is. . 

This is certainly a very complete answer to this charge. 
There is abundance of room on the Pacific coast f01-.two navy

yards, the distance being from eight to nine hundred miles be
tween Puget Sound and San Francisco. There is and should be 
no fight between us and Mare Island, and there will be none, un
less they begin it. We will not misrepresent them; we will not 
even r efer to some matters of truth, if they stop misrepresenting 
us. We will present our advantages without any reflection upon 
them. Let them present theirs. We invite and welcome per
sonal investigation upon the part of the officers of the Govern
ment and visits from members of Congress, feeling that every 

visit will make ns warm and enthusiastic friends in the future as 
in the past. 

Second. A favorable position with regard to the principal lines 
of defense. 

No more favorable position could be found than ours. The 
principal line of defense is at Port Townsend, 50 or 60 miles down 
the sound from our location, and is almost impregnable. 

Third. A local security from water attack, due to position and 
natural sttrroundings. . 

This yard is absolutely impregnable. It can not be attacked 
with any degree of success by dash or bombardment. As I have 
said, the entrances to it are narrow and can be easily mined. 
The outer defense is almost impregnable, but even if this should 
be passed by an enemy's vessels, the fortifications at the entrance 
to the channels leading directly to Sinclair Inlet, together with 
mines, would render their passage impossible, and without en
tering the harbor vessels could not approach nearer than 7 or 8 
miles to the harbor. They would then have to bombard it as an 
unseen object, with high hills intervening, and at the same time . 
be subjected to the plunging fire from batteries on the sunound
ing hills, not more than 2 miles away. 

As the commission states in its report, Port Orchard, or Sin
clair Inlet" is the citadel of Puget Sound. More favorable con
ditions of position and natural surroundings against naval at
tack under the supposition that the principal line of defense to 
Puget Sound being forced can rarely be found.'' 

Fourth. Ample water frontage of sufficient depth and perma
nence, and with currents of moderate rapidity. 

The frontage on Sinclair Inlet is a mile and a half long, with 
sufficient depth for the largest vessels afloat. This. with the 
water front on the entrance to Dyes Inlet-which can be used for 
lighter vessels-gives a water frontage of 6! miles. In Sinclair 
Inlet there is practically no current. Instead of an ebb and flow 
tidal current there is simply a rise and fall of the water. 

Fifth. A favorable position with respect to the lines of interior 
communication (by rail or otherwise) with the principal sources 
of supplies. 

The position of the yard in this respect is not at the present 
time as good as desired. It is on the west shore of the sound and 
communication with the principal sources of supplies must be by 
water. This is a very slight inconvenience, the distance from 
Seattle being only about 15 miles, and boats ply regularly between 
the yard and Seattle. This inconvenience is common to many 
other yards. The yard is on the mainland, however, and the 
prospects of railroad communication in the near future are most 
excellent. 

Sixth. That the chamcter of the ground shall be suitable for 
the construction of excavated docks and basins and for heavy 
structures. 

Experience has demonstrated that this yard possesses this re
quirement in a remarkable degree. Since the completion of its 
dry dock there have been docked the battle ships Oregon, Iou·a, 
and Wisconsin, together with many other smaller vessels, and the 
dock has not varied in depth the one-thousandth part of an inch. 
I doubt if this record can be equaled by any other dock in the 
country. The Oregon has been docked here two or three times, 
and the Iowa has been in the dock an equal number of times. 
These trials have demonstrated beyond cavil or question the per
fection of our site in these particulars. 

Seventh. Proximity to centers of labor and supplies of material. 
Within 30 miles there is a population of about 250 000 people 

n.-om which labor can be dl·awn. Seattle, with her 100,000 peo
pl~J.· i.s within an h?ur's ride, and Tacoma,·with 50,000 people, is 
w1 ~hm two hours ' nde. We have no trouble about securing labor 
and that too, of the very highest order. ' 

I notice that Admiral Melville, in his testimony, says: "Mare 
Island has one great advantage, however; it is near a g1·eat city 
where you can get mechanics." There are almost 200,000 people 
as near our yard as the city of San Francisco is to Mare Island. 
When I visited our yard last summer there were over 3,000 ap
plications for work on file. There is, and will be, no trouble what
ever about labor. So far as supplies of material are concerned 
we probably are better located than any other point on the Pa~ 
cific coast. The yard is in the very heart of the largest and best 
lumber forests in the United States. Coal is found in abundance 
in near-by mines. Three transcontinental lines have access to 
Puget Sound, so that our communication with Eastern points is 
first class. · 

Eighth. Healthfulness of the climate and its suitability for 
outr-of-door labor. · 

Our climate can not be surpassed in the world either for health
fulness or outdoor work. Many think that our climate is very 
severe. No greater mistake than this, however, could be made. 
The warm Japan current tempers our winters and the ocean 
breezes temper our summers. Comparing Seattle-and this will 
apply to our navy-yard-with Washington City, we find that last 
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year the mm1mum temperature at Seattle was 28° above zero, 
while the minimum temperature for Washington City was 7° 
above zero. The maximum temperature last year at Seattle was 
87° above zero, while the maximum for Washington City was 102° 
above zero. I will submit with my rema1·ks a statement showing 
the maximum and minimum temperatures of Seattle and Wash
ington City dming each month of the year 1901, from which will 
appear at a glance the eharacter of our climate, summer and 
winter. Many, too, have the idea that we have a great deal of 
rain on the sound. I shall submit a statement showing the 
amount of rainfall at Seattle from 1892 to 1901, inclusive, giving 
the monthly rainfall and the total yearly rainfall, which is much 
less than that of Washington City. 

The t otal number of cloudy days at Seattle in 1901 was 119; at 
Washington City. 148. The cloudy days at Seattle were 150 and 
at Washington Cit y 121; partly cloudy at Seattle 96, and at 
Washington City 96. Days on which it rained at Seattle, 152; 
Washington City, 110. 

In the summer men can labor all day long without any incon
venience, and the nights are cool, thus insuring refreshing sleep, 
" tired nature's sweet restorer." It is the general opinion that 
the winter months are r eally the most healthful of the year. It 
therefore would appear that the Government can get more for its 
money by way of labor than at any of its navy-yards on the At
lantic coast. 

Ninth. The existence in the vicinity of an ample supply of 
good, potable water. 

This r equirement is well met at this yard. An official measure
ment shows the supply of water to be over 800.000 gallons per 
day. In addition to the present supply, Lake Kitsap is located 
about 3 miles away and its waters can be brought to the yard at 
very slight expense. I venture the assertion that there is no yard 
in the United Statesthatcomesmore nearlycomplyingfully with 
the many requirements for a suitable site for a navy-yard than 
does that on Puget Sound. I desire to submit some of the testi
m ony given before the Naval Committee. 

Admiral K enney was asked this question by Mr. Dayton: 

having two navy-yard plants on the Pacific coast a friendly and spirited ri
va1rr may be created between them, which may result in good to the naval 
sei"Vl.Ce. I am rather inclined to believe that it would be good policy to send 
some of our ships from Asia to the Pacific coast whenever they required ex
tensive repairs. The journey across the ocean would accustom the crews to 
seagoing conditions, and the tinle would by no means be lost that wo~d be 
taken in making the journey. If such policy wera inaugurated. there would 
be plenty of work for both dockyards, and the large am unt of money now 
expended at the English dockyards would then be expended at home. . 

The cha;nnel at 1\fa.re Island is rather narrow and sometimes you can not 
turn a sh1p around. Mare Island has one ~reat advantage, however; it is 
near a great city, where you can get mechamcs. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Vessels can tllrn around lower down? 
Admiral MEL VILLE. Yes. 
Mr. WATSON. Ha.s not that channel been filling up? 
Admiral MELVILLE. Yes; that has been brought about by the hydraulic 

work in the mines above, at Sacramento. 
The CHAIRMAN. What boat did we use when we were going up there? 
Admiral MELVILLE. It was the McCullough, drawing aboutlS feet. 
The 9HATRMAN. They were sounding all the way up. 
Admiral MELVILLE. They always do that as a matter of protection. Any 

navigator, whether merchantman or naval, even if he knows the shore, will 
do that. because if he meets with an accident the question will be asked 
"Did you u.se the lead?" He mi15ht strike a rock, and if he did not keep hLS 
lead down it would be considered reprehensible. 

Mr. DAYTON. Thatis notthecase through PugetSound. 
Admiral MELVILLE. No. 
Mr. DAYTON. Do you have any idea of the depth of the channel there? 
Admiral MELVILLE. No, sir; there i.s difficulty at Puget Sound, because 

they can not anchor there. It is too deep. It is not safe to anchor in more 
than 2.~ fathoms of water. A modern sailor does not like to anchor in more 
than 10 fathoms, or 60 fe3t. 

Mr. DAYTON. Did you examine the dry docks at Puget Sound? 
Admiral MELVILLE. They are elegant dry docks. 
Mr. DAYTON. They will accommodate the largest ve3sels? 
Admiral MEL VILLE. The lar~est on the Pacific coast. 
Mr. DAYTON. Such as the Wtsconsinand Oregon~ 
Admiral MELVILLE. They were sent there to have their keels put in be

cause there was no other dry dock on the Pacific coast to put them in. That 
was before we got our shops going. I think it is the consensus of opinion iu 
the Navy from the Secretary down, that we ought to build up that station. 
My own opinion about Mare Island is simply to complete our present plans 
there. It would be a good vlace to take small ships, but that navy-yard should 
be put in first-class condition in every respect. 

Mr. DAYTON. I was impressed with the advantage of Puget Sound or 
Bremerton. It impres ed itself strongly on my mind because the water ran 
deep near the shore and there was no necessity for sea walls. 

Admiral MELVILLE. That is right; but we must have wharves. We can 
not lay a ship alongside of the beach. 

Mr. DAYTON. You can run out Viling? 
What is your opinion in regard to Puget Sound? Isitnotcalculatedas the Admiral MELVILLE. Yes. My 1dea is that will be one of the greatest sta-

beat station on the coast? tions we have. . 
Admiral KENNEY. It is the best station in the world, and has every nat- R ·elative to thiS' yard Admiral O'Neil testified as follows·. 

ural advantage. 
Mr. LouDENSLAGER. It has splendid water? Mr. DAYTON. Have you any opinion as to the value of that yard? 
Admiral KENNEY. Magnificent water, and is perfectly protected. Every- Admiral O'NEIL. It is a very promising place and likely to become one 

body who has been out there is delighted with the place, and they say that of gras.t importance. 
the Almighty Himself could not have planned a better location than that. Mr. BUTLER. Is it desirable? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Are there any conditions that surround it that are Admiral O'NEIL. Very. 
not favorable? Mr. BuTLER. Has it good water? 

Admiral KENNEY. I never heard of any. Admiral O'NEIL. Yes; and a very fine site. It has a fine climate. It is 
Mr. LoUDENSLAGER. Do those general fogs that occur there interfere in well located and requires no dredging. It is an ideal spot for a navy-yard. 

any way? Mr. DAYTON. The Puget Sound Navy-Yard will make the finest in the 
Adm1rn.l KENNEY. I think not. world, although it might be enlarged, because it was started too small. 
Mr. LOUDENSL.AGEH. Some portions of t.hat coast have a regular fog every 

day? . I am rejoiced that the Naval Committee recognizes the impor-
Admiral KENNEY. I never heard it mentioned. tance and the advantages of our navy-yard, and think they have 
It will surprise our people to know that " there are portions of been most liberal in the present bill in providing for its develop

our coast whe1·e they have regular fogs every day." We cer- ment. It has been neglected in the past because its import2.nce 
tainly have not explored that coast yet, and I believe that it would and advantages were not known and realized. For every dollar 
be very difficult to convince some of the members of Congress expended at this yard the Government will receive a dollar in re
who had the pleasure of visiting Puget Sound last year that we turn. The total appropriations for the yard up to and including 
even have any rain there. If Mr. LOUDENSLAGER will only visit 1901 w ere $1,643,663.59. This includes the appropriation for the 
us this summerwewill convince him of his error. Wehavesome establishmentof the yardandthebuildingof thedrydock. From 
fogs, it is true, but none to cau~e us any tro~ble or inc:onvenience. 18!>0 to 1901, iuclusive, there has been expended at the New York 
The following statement was g1ven by Admual Melville, who has Navy-Yard 15,253,091.33, and the yard was established long.be-

personally visited and inspected our navy-yard: fo~/~i3.iadelphiatheexpenditures for the same period have been 
1\Ir. DAYTON. You visited that plant last year. Would you kindly give us $5 701 481 96 At N f lk V th d't h b your impression of the conditions of Puget Sound, and the possibilities of that • • · · or o • a. • e expen I ures ave een 

station, and its importance? , . $6.512,763.7'7; at Boston, $4,854,038.15, and at Portsmouth, N.H., 
Admiral MELVILLE. From a. strategic point of view I think it is the most $2,747,5!>7.24. At each of these places the expenditures have b een 

important on the Pacific coast. It is close to the English possessions, and tim th t · 1 t · ted f d · 1 d they have a bi~ na"\"al station at Esquimalt. It is well in from the sea, there many es e ota amoun appropna or our yar , 1nc u -
is deep water m all directions, and it is easily defended. Fortunately, the ing its original cost and the original cost of the dock. It must be 
gulf tream of Japan keeps the water warm. A. great ~ny people hav.e a remembered that all these yards were provided for long before 
mistaken idea about that. They are under the rmpresswn that everythmg 1890 d th t h b · ti f "h · · freezes up, butiqsnotso. Itistheshortest~ne fornavigationbetweenthe ,an eseamoun s ave eenappropna ons ort einmprove-
United states, China, J&p::m, and the East Indies. ment and maintenance alone. The only yard, aside from ours, 
. llfr. DAYTON. Is it closer to Alaska? for which I have secured the total appropriations since, and in-

Admiral MELVILLE. Yes; it is right near Alaska. 1 di th t bli h t th f · l\f Isl d d th t t 1 MI·. DAYTO . What is your impression about the expenditure of money c u ng e es a s men ereo • IS are an , an e o a 
th , appropriations for this yard since its establishment in 1854have 

A'ilirura1 MELVILLE. I think it is one of the best expenditures of money been the sum of $17,419,805.24. The value of the real estate, chat
made anywhere. These works are laid out nicely. No work has been done tels .. and machineryplantatl\Iare Island on June 30, 1901, was for 
there which will have to ba done over, as has been the case at some places. 

111r. DAYTON. !tis economical? • real estate and chattels, $5,387,301.86, and for machinery, $660,-
Admiral MELVILLE. For some time to come it will probably be necessary 146.49. ~t our yard the value of the real estate and chattels on 

to keep the largest number of our war ships on the Pacific Ocean. There is said date was $941,993.80, and of the machinery; 255,122.21. 
work for the war ships to do, }:!atrollin_g the Bering Sea, .s!ll'v.eying around the These figut·es need no comment from me. 
Hawaiian Islands, an-l patrolling the islands of the Philippmes. We should 
therefore have two navy-yards on the .Pacific coast, for .a? exi~ency might As I have said, our dry dock has proved to b e one of the most 
arise when the shops at both places w1ll be of great military rmportance. 1 bl d ful · th t It h b t t d Millions of dollars have been spent at Mare Island, and now the yard is get- va ua e an success m e coun ry. as een es e many 
ting in pretty good shape. To keep the Mare Island establishment up to times by the heaviest battle ships afloat. These tests have been 
?JlOderJ?- requirem~nts more money ~ill have to be spent there. ';l'here IS an withstood perfectly, and practically no repairs have been required. 
liD.Jl!.ediate neceSSlty, however, .to bmld up the Puge~ Sound station. These Its cost as compared with the cost of most of our other docks is re-
statlOns are several hundred miles apart, and each will have a work to do. k bl l will fi th f ll · t t t f The demands of each establishment are independent of the other. By 1 mar a Y ow, as appear ·om e o owmg s a emen ur-
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nished me by the Navy Department, to which I invite the careful 
attention of the members of this House: 

Cost or contract p1·ice of docks, United States Navy. 

No. of I Material ~f construe- Length Cost or<:on
dock. tion. · tract pnce. 

~-------------- 1------

Portsmouth, N.H. ___ _ 
Boston, Mass __________ _ 

Do _______ __________ _ 

New York, N. Y---·--· 
Do ____ --------------Do _________________ _ 

Leaf,~~-~~~~-~·-~~~==== 
Norfolk, Va _________ .. _ 

Do _____ _______ ---·-· 
Port Royal, S. C----·-· 
Mare Island~ CaL _____ _ 
Puget Souna, Wash .. _ 

2 Granite and concrete __ 
1 Granite----------------
2 Graniteandconcrete._ 
1 Granite--·--··-·-·-----•2 Concrete __ ____________ _ 
3 Wood .. ·--·--·-------·-
1 Wood and concrete. __ _ 
2 Granite and concrete .. 
1 Granite-----·-- .. -· ___ _ 
2 Wood------- .. ---------
1 ___ .. do-----------·------
1 Granite---·-·--·--- ___ _ 
1 Wood body with ma-

som·y entrance. 

Ft. I n. 
750 0 . $1, 089, 000. ()() 
393 2 972,717.29 
750 0 1, 013,400. 00 
389 3 2, 003,498.05 
470 7 595,019.24 
668 7 554, 707. 08 
500 0 548,700. 00 
750 0 1,133,592. 77 
33'2 5 . 943, 676. 00 
500 0 504,980. 75 
495 0 521,500.89 
517 ot 2, 772,332.08 
650 5t 632,636. 33 

triremes. England's glory and England's power and England's 
supremacy have been and are in her navies. 

Our own history is emblazoned with the heroic actions and 
brilliant victories of our Navy. Though small, its achievements 
have lightened the gloom of defeat and revived the waning fires 
of national hopes in almost every war in which we have been en
gaged. John Paul Jones startled the world with his great vic
tory in the English Channel in the very shadow of Flamborough 
Head and revived the drooping spirits of the American revolu
tionists. With the gloom of defeat shadowing our land like a 
pall in the war of 1812, and the ashes of the national capital be
speaking our dire extremity, the unsurpassed heroism and achi-eve
mentsofHull, Bainbridge, Decatur, Perry, and Lawrence wrested 
the laurel of supremacy from the "mistress of the seas' and 
brought an honorable peace and everlasting renown to our flag. 

In that fearful struggle, which tested to the utmost the timbers 
of the ship of state, the Navy on each side maintained its brilliant 
r ecord, and history records the fact that at the opportune time 
the little Monitor won its victory over the Merrimac, the far-

aThis dock is being reconstructed. reaching effect of which never will be known. Of the war with 
Mr. Chairman, I am in full accord with the policy of this com- Spain I need say nothing. Manila and Dewey, Schley and Santi

mittee. I believe in building up the naval establishment of this ago! These are names written in imperishable light on the pages 
country, especially the navy-yards and the Ni:1VY itself. The of our country's history and tell us of victories without a parallel 
country is in favor of this policy, and any advance will be hailed in the world's naval warfare. 
with delight throughout the nation. We want a strong and I hope to see the day when the American flag shall fly at the 
powerful navy. In my judgment, and in this I speak for myself masthead of an American ship in every port of the world . . [Ap
alone, we should have a navy the equal, if not the superior, of plause.] 
any nation on earth England not excepted. Our position in the Monthly temperatu1·e of Seattle, Wash., and Washington, D. c., d·uring the 
world's affairs to-day demands this. I do not agree entirely with yecw 1901. 
those who date our being a world power from the Spanish war. 

We were a world power before that. Our wonderful growth 
and development had placed us in the front rank of nations. We 
held our own immense market and were invading the world's 
markets in every quarter, and the nations of the earth had begun 
to recognize us ·as a factor that must be rec~oned with so far as 
commercial and · trade relations were concerned. As a political 
power and world factor we were not of the first rank; in fact, we 
were but little considered. From this standpoint we were sneered 
at, and it was expected in many quarters that we would suffer 
severe loss in our war with Spain, though our ultimate success 
was admitted. That war opened the eyes of all nations, and since 
its conclusion we are considered in the world's politics as never 
bef0re. We are in the arena of the· world's politics whether we · 
will or no. Our flag is respected everywhere. The day of isola
tion is gone, and in its stead are great and weighty questions to 
be faced and solved. We must do our part in the world's great 
battle of progress and civilization. 

Date. 

t~~~i~~~====;=~~==~=~========== 
~~~==== = ~ ~= ==== =: ===~=====: ==== 
June--------------------·-------
July------.-------------·--------

t~t!ber==::================== October--------· _______ ; _______ _ 
November---------------------
December ------------ --·-·-----

Maximum. I Minimum. 
1----.-----------;----· 

Washing- S ttl I Washing
ton, D. C. I ea · e. ton, D. C. Seattle. 

54 
63 
66 
67 
82 
86 
78 
87 
86, 
79 
61 
54 

66 
57 
75 
87 
84 
98 

10'2 
91 
92 
85 
69 
66 

28 
28 
33 
24 
39 
40 
48 
50 
42 
45 
38 
23 

13 
13 
11 
38 
42 
52 

. 64 
59 
43 
32 
20 
7 

SEATTLE RAINFALL FOR TEN YEARS. 

TABLE I.-Showing ntonthly p1·ecipitation in inches, 1892 to 19v1. 

Month. 1892. 1893. 1894. 1895. 1800. 1897. 1898. 1800. 1900. 1901. ~~~~· 
------1-------

January ___ 2.61 2.67 6.01 6.13 7.06 3.74 1.99 6.10 3.C4 4.26 4.37 
February _ 1. 94 6. 30 4. 21 1. 76 3. 87 2. 99 5. 98 3. 20 4. 35 4. 26 3. 9 
March. ____ 2. 38 4. 27 6. 25 3. 60 2. 41 3. 05 1. 39 1. 0 4. 45 1. 62 3.12 

tfaliL. ____ ~-~ ~-~ i·~ ~-M ~-~ ~-~ 6·~ ~- &g l~ ~j~ ~-~ 
J:le======= 1:35 1:54 2:47 o:29 o:77 1:61 2:18 i:20 2:~1 1.00 1:5s 
July-----·- 1.29 0.48 0.14 0.37 - -- ·-- 2.36 0.22 0.43 O.GU 0.3'} 0.64 
August. ___ 0.99 0.33 0.04 0.21 0.50 0.24 0.15 2.50 0.00 0.13 0.44 
September 2. 28 3. 04 2. 50 1. 01 1. 78 2. 04 2. 92 1. 52 0. 72 0. 30 2. 01 
October _ _ _ 2. 75 3. 66 3. 70 0. 02 2. 49 1. 92 4. 69 3. E4 4. 16 1. 44 2. 82 
November 6.76 8.16 5.81 1.95 9.50 8.89 3.52 7.49 3.80 6.17 6.20 
December_ 3. 75 i;. 92 3. 75 7. 98 7. 58 11.80 4.12 3. 90 7. 21 2. 45 5. 74 

Total ____ 31.32j45.16 41.00 29.69 42.83 41.53 29.28 ~ 36AS iDB!36.45 

We hope no war will come to us. The gTeatest conservator of 
peace is to be prepared for war. On the land we are ready. We 
do not need a great standing army. Twenty-five thousand regu
lars are enough in this cou!ltry to-day, leaving out the Philippine 
matter. The bulwark of our ·defense on the land is that great 
body of sturdy yeomanry, the volunteers, that has shown itself 
equal to the greatest trial that can come to any nation. On the 
land we can defy the world and conquer. On the sea we have no 
defense except what we may provide. We mustnotinvite attack 
by our weakness. We have possessions that are most inviting to 
other nations. They would be the first and probably· the only 
object of attack in case of war, and however much some may 
desire to get rid of these possessions, there are none who would 
not resist to the last any attempt of another nation to take them 
by force. We may wish to give them up, but we will not have 
them taken from us. To guarantee our own security, to be sure TABLE Il.-Showing number of da.ys with 0.01 inch o1· more min or m elted 
of solving these problems in our own way and in our own time, snow, 1892 to 19

01. 

we should be in a position on the sea that none will dare attack. 
It will be money well spent if we do nothing more than place 

our flag in every port of the world, even though it may be on a 
warship on a peaceful mission. Every ship flying the Stars and 
Stripes in a f01·eign port is an agent for and a promoter of Ameri
can commerce, civilization, and government. It carries at its 
masthead the insignia of that virile civilization that has sprung 
up in the Westland, the product of all that is best and strongest 
in the Old World; and in the waving folds of its red, white, and 
blue the poor, opprEssed, and liberty loving of every race and 
clime see a beckoning hand inviting them from poverty to plenty, 
from distress to happiness, from tyranny to freedom, from des
potic to representative government. 

A standing army may be the instrument in the hands of a tyl.·ant 
to oppress, the navy never. It has never endangered nor assailed 

Month. 

January·-· 
February._ 
March·-·--
April------
May-------June _______ 
July---·-·-August ____ 
September 
October ___ 
November_ 
December_ 

Total. 

1892. 1893. 

--
15 9 
11 22 
15 17 
18 20 
13 20 
11 13 
8 7 
3 4 
7 13 

12 14 
17 16 
19 22 

----
149 177 

1894. 1895. 1896. 

------
23 16 23 
20 16 23 
22 14 14 
17 13 21 
14 16 17 
14 6 7 
3 4 0 
2 2 5 

17 9 3 
-20 1 11 
20 14 18 
15 25 23 

------
187 136 165 

1897. 1898. 1 00. 1000. 1001. Aver-
age. 

------------
21 19 23 21 18 19 
21 23 16 19 13 16 
19 13 11 15 17 16 
9 15 16 6 16 15 
7 6 21 16 17 15 

10 11 11 13 13 11 
9 4 4 7 4 5 
1 3 11 4 1 4 

11 10 6 6 10 9 
7 14 17 19 6 12 

22 21 24 13 22 18 
20 15 21 19 15 19 

--------------
147 152 181 152 152 159 

the rights of a people. In the history of nations it has been their Mr. FOSS. I suggest that the gentleman on the other side 
bulwark. From the time that Xerxes sat on the hills overlooking [Mr. MEYER of Louisiana] use some of his time. 
the Hellespont and saw his fleet destroyed by the navy of Greece Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. I yield one hour to the gentleman 
until the present day navies have been the saviors of their govern- from Missouri [Mr. V .ANDIVER]. · 
ments instead of their destToyers. Athens' strength_w~s in-her The CHAffiMAN. The gentleman has but fifty-five minutes 
naV). Rome conquered Carthage thtough the supenonty of hei to yteld. 
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Mr. FOSS. 
hour. 

I will yield enough additional time to make an 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana yields fifty
five minutes and the gentleman from lllinois five minutes to the 
gentleman from Mis ouri [Mr.V .ANDIVER], who is recognized for 
one hour. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman,Idonotexpecttooccupythe 
entire hom· which has been allotted to me. I send to t.he Clerk's 
desk and ask to have read the following article. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the article will be read 
from the Clerk s desk. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
NOT EVEN WOMEN, OHILDREN, .AND BABES SPARED. 

[By Corpl. Richard O'Brien, Company M, Twenty-sixth Volunteers.] 
It was on the 27th of December, the anniversary of my birth, and I shall 

never forget the scenes I witnessed on that day. As we approached the 
town the word passed along the line that there would be no prisoners taken. 
I t meant that we were to shoot every living thing in sight-man, woman, or 
child. 

The first shot was fired by the then first sergeant of our company. His 
target wa-s a m ere boy, who was coming down the mountain path into the 
town astride of a carabao. The bo.f was not struck by the bullet, but that 
was not the sergeant's fault. The little Filipino boy slid from the back of 
his carabao and fled in terror up the moun tam side. Half a dozen shots were 
fired after him. 

The shooting now had attracted the villagers, who came outof their homes 
in alarm, wondering what it all meant. They offered no offense, did not 
display a. weapon, made no hostile movement whatsoever~, but they were 
ruthlessly shot down in cold blood, men, women, and chilaren. The ~oor 
natives huddled together or fled in terror. Many were pursued and killed 
·on the spot. 

Two old men, bearing a white flag and clasping hands like two brothers, 
approached the lines. Their hair was white. They fairly tottered, they 
were so feeble under the weight of years. To my horror and that of the 
other men in the command, the order was given to fire, and the two old men 
were shot down in their tracks. We entered the village. A man who had 
been on a sick bed appeared at the doorway of his home. He received a bul
let in the abdomen and fell dead in the doorway. Dumdum bullets were 
used in that massacre, but we were not told the name of the bullets. We 
didn't have to be told. We knew what they were. 

In another part of the village a mother with a babe at her breast and two 
young children at her side pleaded for mercy. She feared to leave her home 
which ha-d just been fired-acCidentally, I believe. She faced the flames with 
her children, and not a hand was raised to save her or the little ones. They 
perished miserably. It was sure death if she left the house-it was sure 
death if she r emained. She feared the American soldiers, however, worse 
than the devouring flames. 

Corpl. RICHARD O'BRIEN. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman, the statements made by 
Corporal O'Brien are so utterly abhonent to the sentiments of 
human natm·e that, if they be true, they brand with indelible 
shame the name of our country. I am not able to say whether 
those statements are true or false, but the author of them ought 
to be brought here and · cross-examined. Considering that the 
charge there made, together with other similar charges, are of 
such a serious nature, I wrote to the editor of the Irish World, in 
whose paper the article is printed, and asked· him to inform me 
whether or not the statements were known to have been made by 
Corporal O'Brien; in other words, as to the genuineness of the 
publication. In reply I received this letter from Patrick Ford, 
editor of the Irish World, one of the largest publications in the 
United States, a weekly paper having, possibly, as large a circu
lation as any in the United States, and one of the greatest cham
pions of human liberty on this continent. Mr. Ford wrote me 
as follows: 

Hon. W. D. VANDIVER, Washington, D. 0. 
NEW YORK, May 1,2, 1BW. 

DEAR SIR: Your letter with reference to Mr. O'Brien's statements is re
ceived. These statements first appeared in the New York World, and I be
lieve them to be genuine. I have had a private interview with Mr. O'Brien 
in which he affirmed all that he had charged. He can not well go toW ashing
ton but is quite willing to make a sworn stat~ment regarding those matters 
and forward the same. if desirable. 

Mr. PALMER. To what company and regiment did this man 
belong? 

:Mr. VANDIVER. Company M, Twenty-sixth Volunteers. 
Now Mr. Chairman, I make no apology for bringing this mat

ter to the attention of the House at this time. You may say it 
has nothing to do with the bill pending before the House. So it 
has not· but we are in Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, and if matters of this kind may be considered any
where in the world or at any time, it seems to me that they may 
be considered under this head. 

But, furthermore, I have another reason for bringing them to 
the attention of this House at this time. It will probably not be 
three weeks before the Philippine civil government bill will be 
repm·ted to this House. That bill will be brought into this House 
and (if we are to judge the future by the past) will be rushed 
through-railroaded through-without an opportunity of fair 
discussion, without an opportunity even of stating the facts re
garding the situation in the Philippine Islands. I therefore take 
advantage of this opportunity of mentioning a few of the facts 
as to what is going on over there. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if there is any member-in this House who 

assumes to be the champion of this Administration or the apolo
gist for the deeds done by soldiers wearing Ame1·ioan uniforms 
in the Philippine Islands I challenge him to this investigation. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Chairman-
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield 

to the gentleman from Michigan? 
Mr. VANDIVER. I am glad to yield to the gentleman from 

Michigan. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I do not rise as the special advo

cate of the Administration, although I am in perfect harmony 
with its policy in the Philippines, but the purpose for which I 
rise is simply to inquire if there is anyone· on that side of the 
Chamber who is ready to defend the atrocities committed by the 
Filipinos upon the American soldiers. [Applause on the Repub
lican side.] 

Mr. VANDIVER. :No, sir. I shall not defend atrocities on 
mankind, whether committed by the heathens or the so-called 
Christians wearing the uniform of the American soldier. But, 
now, Mr. Chairman-- • 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman--
The CHAIRl.\fAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 

from Tennessee? 
Mr. VANDIVER. Certainly. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does this soldier state that he was 

obeying orders? When that is done, privates have no right to do 
so without directions, and if they do that they are obeying their 
orders. That is my knowledge of war. 

Mr. VANDIVER. If the statement is true it must have been 
done by orders-orders passed down the line he says that no 
prisoners were to be taken. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Who gave the order? 
Mr. VANDIVER. He does not say. I will hand the article in 

to be printed in my remarks, and the gentleman can read it in 
full. I think Mr. O'Brien should be put on the stand under oath. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as I said, the statements of facts are so 
horrible that I am loath to credit them. I am not yet willing to 
believe that all that is said in that article can be true. But I 
want to say, furthermore, that if there were no other facts within 
the range of certain knowledge that have· been demonstrated and 
proven to be true and that are worse than even this enormity I 
would at once brand the article as a falsehood. But I have be
fore me documentary evidence, official reports, from .American 
soldiers under the direction of the War Department, who have 
testified to scenes even more horrible than that which this soldier 
narrates, and I am obliged to admit the shameful truth which 
they tell. I desire to read, Mr. Chairman, a portion of the re
port of Cornelius Gardener, major of the Thirteenth Infantry of 
the United States Army, provincial civil governor of the province 
of Tayabas, in the Philippine Islands, said report having been 
made to his supel·ior officer, the civil governor of the Philippine 
Islands. 

Mr. PALMER. What do you read from-what page? 
:Mr. VANDIVER. I read from page 884. 
Mr. PALMER. Of what book? 
Mr. VANDIVER. An official document entitled "Affairs in 

the Philippine Islands," this report having upon it the date of 
December 16, 1901. 

First, Major Gardener proceeds to explain that a very friendly 
sentiment had existed among many of the inhabitants and better 
classes of the inhabitants of that province, but that it was fast 
dying out on account of cruelties of American soldiers, and he 
says: 

Of late, by reason of the conduct of the troops, such as the extensive burn
ing of barrios in trying to lay waste the country so that the insurgents can 
not occupy it, the torturin~ of natives by so-c..'l.lled "water cure" and other 
methods in order to obtam infQrmation, the harsh treatment of natives 
generally, and the failure of inexperienced, lately appointed lieutenants 
commanding posts to distinguish between those who are friendly and those 
unfriendly and treating every native as if he were, whether or no, an insur
reoto at heart, this favorable sentiment above referred to is being fast de
stroyed and a. deep hatred toward us engendered. If these things need be 
done the-y: had best be done by native troops, so that the people of the United 
States Wlll not be credited therewith. 

Almost without exception soldiers, and also many officers, refer to the na
tives in their presence as "niggers," and the natives are beginning to under
stand what the word "Irigger" means. 

The course now being pursued in this J?rovince and in the provinces of 
Batangas, Laguna, and Samar is, in my opmion, sowing the seeds for a per
petual revolution, or at least preparing the people of these provinces to r ise 
up in revolution against us hereafter whenever a good opportunity offers. 

* * * * * * * The attitude of the Army, thereby meaning most of the officers and sol-
diers-

Officers and soldiers both, mind you-
is, however, decidedly hostile to the provincial and municipal government 
in this pyovince and to civil government in these islands in general. In Manila 
espeoially it is intensely.~.,. even among the higher officers. The work of the 
Commission in the estab.Lisnment of provincial governments is ridiculed, even 
in presence of the natives. It is openly stated that the Army should remain 
in charge for the next twenty years. Outrages committed by o.:ffi.cer-o and 
soldiers against natives in an organized municipality and provmce, when re
purted by the presidente or governor to the military authorities-
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He means the local officer corresponding to our mayor-

are often not punished. This. in my opinion, is unfortunate, because loyal 
natives begin to fear that local self-government promised them will not last 
long, and that a.nv slight disturbance in a province may at any time be made 
the ;pretext to again place it under military rule, and this is just the thing 
the Insurgents at heart most desire. 

It has·been stated that a Filipino or any Oriental does not appreciate just 
or k .ndly treatment and that he considers it an evidence of weakness, and 
that severe and harsh measures are the only ones that are permanently ef
fective with Filipinos. I have found that just and kind treatment, uniform 
and continued is the only way by which these people can be made perma
nently our friends and satisfied w1th United States sovereignty. 

Having been stationed six years on the Rio Grande, I am well acquainted 
with the natives of the State of Tamaulipas, Mexico, and while stationed in 
the province of Sant.a Clara, Cuba, I visited every town in that province and 
was able to observe the intelligence and education there. I believe that the 
people of Tayabas Province are in every way superior in education, intelli
gence, morals, and civilization to the people of Tamaulipas or Santa Clara. 

But I have not time to read it all. He concludes by saying that, 
owing to this cruelty and burning of· the homes of the natives, 
even friendly and peaceable natives, the American sentiment in 
the island is rapidly declining. I commend to the members of 
the House a careful reading of Major Gardener's report. Remem
ber, he is our own governor of that proWD.ce and an officer highly 
commended by his superiors in command. Now, Mr. Chair-
man-- · 

:Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. If the gentleman will permit an 
interruption, I would like to ask him whether he has read the en
tire statement of Major Gardener. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I have read all the parts bearing on that 
subject, and I am willing, if' my time can be extended, to read 
every word in it. I will give the report to the gentleman from 

. Michigan and ask him to read the whole of it in his own time. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Is 'the gentleman from Missouri 

familiar with his entire statement? 
Mr. VANDIVER. I am. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Is not it · a fact that he does not• 

specify in but one instance, and that relates to the manner of 
salutation? 

Mr. VANDIVER. No, sir; that is not a fact. I have not time 
to yield for extended remarks, but I will say that I would be glad 
if the gentleman from Michigan will take up the subject and ex
plain it the best he can in his own time. 

Mr. W:M:. ALDEN SMITH. The gentleman from Missouri 
does not wish to misrepresent Major Gardener? 

Mr. VANDIVER. I have not misrepresented Major Gardener. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The gentleman knows that he 

makes no general assault on the conduct of the Army there. 
Mr. VANDIVER. Does not the gentleman call the paragraph 

that I have read a pretty severe criticism? 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I do not. 
Mr. VANDIVER. Well, call it no assault or what you please, 

it seems to me to be a pretty serious criticism of the American 
soldiers and officers. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I will say this, that in no instance 
except one, so far as I am familiar, does Major Gardener make a 
specific charge regarding the bad conduct of our soldiers. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I want t say to the gentleman from Michi
gan, as he seems to know something about this case, that he 
ought to know that minority members of the Senate committee 
have insisted on bringing Major Gardener before that committee, 
and the majority do not seem to want him. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I do not know that that is the case. 
Mr. VANDIVER. The gentleman must know that some mem

bers of the Senate committee have insisted on bringing him there 
in order to testify, and they are expecting to have him there. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I am sure the gentleman from 
Missouri does not wish to make that statement. 

.1\fr. VANDIVER. I have made it and I stand by it . 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The Senate committee has not 

asked for the presence of Major Gardener. · 
Mr. VANDIVER. I said certain members of the Senate com

mittee. The gentleman from Michigan knows very well that the 
majority has not acted on the suggestion, and the probability is 
that they do not want him there. He would probably tell too 
much. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN Sl\UTH. I think the Senate commiitee has 
concluded not to have him here. I know Majo1· Gardener very 
well, and I regard him as a brave and gaJlant soldier~ entirely 
worthy of belief in any matter coming to his personal knowl
edge; but in this matter he may rely on the statements of others, 
and yet his honesty can not be questioned by anyone, although I 
do not think he has intended to criticise our Army or its opera
tions in the Philippines. 

Mr. VANDIVER (interrupting). Then the gentleman from 
Michl~an is not able to discover in the paragraph I have read a 
thing m Major Gardener's remarks that reflects upon the conduct 
of om· soldiers? · 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Does the gentleman charge that? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Is not the gentleman from Michigan will
ing to admit, after all Major Gardener's experience in Mexico and 
Cuba, and now for more than three years in the Philippine Islands, 
that he is prepared to make a general statement-a statement of 
general facts relating to the province of which he is the governor, 
after. he has traveled all over it, he says, with no protection but a 
native guide? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I am willing to admit that .l\fajor 
Gardener is an efficient soldier and entirely worthy of belief, al
though he may rely upon the imagination of others in some in
stances. 

Mr. VANDIVER. You can put it that way if you please. I 
have read what he says are the facts. Furthermore, I will put in 
the RECORD a subsequent sta,tement of Major Gardener , and you 
will see whether he makes any specifications or not. I have not 
time to read it, but will print it right here, and the House may 
see whether or not it is a sufficient answer to the gentleman from 
Michigan. 

ARMY ATROCITIES IN T.A.Y.A.B.A.S. 

W .A.SHINGTON, May 6, 19<m. 
When the Philippine Committee met to-day Senator LODGE .12resented a 

cablegram from General Chaffee giving the charges and specifications of 
Major Gardener relative to Ta.yabas Province. The cablegram was received 
at the War Department May 4, and is as follows: 

Reference to cable 3d, Secretary of War, to send the following: Major 
Cornelius Gardener's first letter contained no specifications on which I could 
act. From his second letter, however, in order to comply with the present 
instructions, I submit, in the form of charges, the following data, which are 
as complete as possible under the conditions in which lam at present situated. 

OhaTge.-The troops that succeeded the Volunteers did not keep up the 
scouting and patroling system. 

SpeciJication.s.-That the troops stationed in the central towns on Tayabas, 
to wit, m Lucban, Tayabas, Lucena, and Saviayo, did, in the spring of 1901, 
for about three months fail to scout or patrol the country except as escort to 
wagon trains on the main roads. 

C:hanfe.-Burning of barrios or villages. 
Specijication.-That troops during the fall of 1901 burned a number of bar

rios belonging to Dolores and adjacent towns. 
Specification 1.-That c-ertain United States troops coming from San Pablo, 

in or near the town of Dolores, tortured a native by the water cm·e. This 
was during the summer of 1901. · 

Specification ~.-That the commanding officer of Laguimanoc during the 
summer of 1901 tortured or maltreated a native boy. 

Specification S.-That the troops coming from Lucena or Tayabas on sev
eral occasions tortured natives belonging to the pueblo of Pagbilao. This 
during the summer and fall of 1901. 

Charge.-Harsh treatment of natives. 
Specification 1.-That men belonging to a detachment of soldiers stationed 

at Candelaria looted a store in that town about the month of November, 1901. 
Specification z . ....:....That a detachment of troops took away from a peaceful 

citizen of Dolores a pony. This about the month of September, 1901. 
Specification S.-That the house of a native of Candelaria wasforciblytaken 

for a smallpox hospital and afterwards burned by order of the surgeon at 
Ra.riaya: that the said native was not remunerated. This in Candelaria in 

Jul~,e~~ation 4.-That First Lieut. Geor~e G. Catlin did strike with his fist 
natives of Lucena for failing to take off theiT hats to b.im, and did forcibly with 
threats compel a native to deal cards for him. This about September, 1901. 

Specification 5.-That First Lieut. George De G . Catlin at Calanauan did 
keep in the guardhouse for three days a native without food or water. This 
about September, 1901. 

Specification 6.-That First Lieut . George De G. Catlin did strike natives 
in the face for failing to remove their hats. This while he was in command 
at the p ost. -

Specification 7.-That a party of soldiers attacked with pistols three na
tives working on the roads near Lucena. This about November, 1901. 

Specification 8.-That certain soldiers belonging to a troop of cavalry sta
tioned in Tayabas, Pueblo, did attack five women of that town. This in the 
month of January or February, 1901. · 

'fhe dates are approximate, and the facts from complaints made to me, 
stated to the best of my recollection. 

CHAFFEE. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Now, 1\Ir. Chairman, I can not yield fur
ther, because there are other facts I want to present, and there 
will be ample time, if gentlemen on the other side want to, to 
discuss the whole matter. fu the documents on my desk there is 
evidence piling up mountain high of cruelty, torture, murder, 
robbery, rape, and every other crime known to the calendar, 
practiced on noncombatants, old men, prisoners, women, and 
child1·en. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Committed by the Filipinos? 
Mr. VANDIVER. By men wearing the American soldier's uni~ 

form, under control of American officers. 
Mr. Wl\L ALDEN SMITH. I do not believe it, and I hurl the 

statement back and challenge the gentleman to produce the evi
dence. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I will produce it if you will give me time. 
I will produce scores and hundreds of cases. 

JHr. WM. ALDEN Sl\HTH. The gentleman certainly does not 
intend to make an assault on the American Army. 

1\fr. VANDIVER. I make no assault; but wait till I am through 
and see whether I ought to criticise them or not. 

I say that you ought not to justify crime and barbarity, whether 
committed by the Army or by the people you are trying to con
quer. 

I say to the gentleman that my pride in the name of America 
and the American Republic is greater .than his, but my pride in 
the fact that I am a human being and still have sentiments of 
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human nature in me is greater even than my pride in the Ame1ican 
Army. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. On what do you base your general 
charge against our 'Army in the Philippines? 

Mr. V .ANDIVER. On specific and numerous cases amply 
proven; not against the whole Army, but a large section of.it. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Name your cases. 
1\fr. VANDIVER. I will name the cases, if the gentleman will 

sit down and listen. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Just name your case. 
Mr. VANDIVER._ All right; I will give you cases enough be

fore I get through. 
Mr. Chairman, I will read from the investigation of Inspector

General Maj. JohnS. Mallory, who was ordered by the War De
partment to investigate the charges made against the officers and 
men of the Twentieth Kansas Volunteers , who were charged with 
having cruelly shot down prisoners who had surrendered to them. 
This testimony was taken before a subcommittee of the Commit
tee on Pensions of the United States Senate, while there was 
pending in the Senate, as I understand, a nomination of Wilder S. 
Metcalf, who was a major in that regiment, to be pension agent 
at Topeka, Kans. 

Mr. PALMER. Where is that published? Is it a Senate docu-
ment? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. PALMER. Please give us the number, will you? 
Mr. HAMILTON. From what document is the gentleman 

·from Missom·i reading? 
Mr. VANDIVER. I am reading from the hearings before the 

~nate committee, page 11. 
A few days after the Caloocan fight-

! am reading now from the testimony of Corpl. Lawrence L. 
Bradley, Company M, Twentieth Kansas Volunteers, who, being . 
duly sworn, testified as follows: 

A few days after the Ca.loocan fight I heard Captain Bishop talking about 
what should be done with prisoners. He said: "Now, there was Company I 
with prisoners. It seemed a bard thing to do to shoot them, but there was 
nothing else to do, and I bad to give the order." We bad been talking about 
what should be done with prisoners and I beard some had been shot. I have 
given the substance of what Captain Bishop said, but may not have given 
his exact words. On the day of the Caloocan fight the word was passed 
down the line that we were not to take prisoners. The word was passed 
along our company by privates that the order was we were to take no pris-
oners. · 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. If the gentleman is· a lawyer-
Mr. V .ANDIVER. No; I deny the charge that I am a lawyer. 

Wait till I get through giving the facts in the case. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The gentleman will allow me to 

ask him whether he regards what he has read as evidence? 
Mr. V .ANDIVER. I decline to yield at present. I am reading 

the testimony. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. That is only hearsay. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri declines to 

yield. 
Mr. VANDIVER. I am reading from the testimony given by 

soldiers who were there in the battle. 
1\lr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The witness said he did not see it. 
A MEMBER. He says he heard the order pas ed down the line. 
Mr. VANDIVER. I read now from the testimony of Private 

F. H. Sweruingen, Company I, Twentieth Kansas Volunteers, who 
being duly sworn, testified as I am about to read. This whole 
article is the report of the inspector-general, Major Mallory him
self, who sent this testimony to the W ar Department. The wit
ness says: 

There were two wounded Filipinos crawled out of a trench, which was 
about 150 yards from the church toward :bfanila. They were "kinder" wav
ing their hands and making signs as if they wanted to surrender. 

'Major Metcalf told some of the men to take them back. They were either 
not able to go or wouldn't go back, and about eight or ten men were being 
kept there fooling with them, and finally Major Metcalf gave the order to 
shoot them, and they were shot. 

I read further from the testimony of William H. Putnam, 
Company I , Twentieth Kansas Volunteers, who testifies as to 
the same particular instance. He says: 

Major Metcalf told two of the m en to take the prisoners to the rear. They 
refused to go even when pricked with bayonets. Finally some officer gave 
the order to shoot them. I was one of the men who shot, but don't know 
that I hit one of them. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Will the gentleman permit an interrup
tion? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Wait until I get through with this evi-
dence. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri declines to 
yield. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I will now read from the testimony of Capt. 
Charles S. Flanders, who was captain of the company. 

Mr. HAMILTON. How long will it take to read that? 
Mr. VANDIVER. Only a few minutes. 

Capt. Charles S. Flanders, of the Twentieth Kansas Infantry, 
who testified as follows. This is from page 13: 

Two insurgents in the trench threw up theii· hands as if to surrender. I 
told them to come out, and they got out of the trench on the opposite side 
from me. I told two men to take charge of them and either to take them to 
the rear or to brin~ them on. Some men of B Company and some of M Com
pany were mixed m with my men. I don't r emember who the m en were 
I ordered to take charge of the prisoners. I then went forward, and when I 
got about 30 or 40yards away I heard some one say, "Shoot them," or some
thing like that, and I beard reports of guns, and when I turned round they 
were shot. I don't know who did the shooting or who told them to shoot. I 
did not investigate the matter. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in the finding of the Inspector-General, 
who seems to have tried his best to clear the skirts of the 6fficers, 
he makes this statement hi.Ii:l.self: 

That Capt. Charles F. Flanders, of the Twentieth Kansas, commanding 
Company I at the time of the Callucan en~agement, having detailed two 
men to take prisoners to the rear, and knowmg that the prisoners were not 
taken to the rear, but, according to his own statement were shot, was ~uilty 
of gross n eglect of duty in not investigating the matter or r eporting 1t to a 
higher authority or tn taking no steps whatever to bring the guilty parties 
to justice. 

Now, observe that the inspector-general himself says the plis
oners were shot, and the captain was guilty of gross neglect in 
not investigating the matter. I suppose this fact will not now be 
denied. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the colonel of that regiment was the bril
liant, river-swimming colonel, since a brigadier-general-Funston. 
He was on that battlefield, only a few hundred yards from where 
these scenes were taking place. Has General Funston been 
brought to account for this infamy practiced by his soldiers and 
never investigated by him? On the contrary, he has been pro
moted to a brigadier-generalship. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Are you refe1·ring to Colonel Met
calf now? He was General Funston's lieutenant-colonel, I sup-
pose. . . . . 

Mr. VANDIVER. Some of thi'l article refers to Metcalf. But 
I am referring just now to Colonel Funston. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The gentleman knows, does he 
not, that the Senate Committee on Pensions investigated Mr. 
Metcalf? 

Mr. VANDIVER. What I have just been reading is from the 
report of that committee. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. They investigated the matter and 
exonerated Metcalf and confirmed hiin unanimously. The gen
tleman is dealing in ancient history. [Laughter.] There is no 
doubt about that. The man has been investigated and he has 
been confirmed as a pension agent, notwithstanding all these gen
eral and loose charges. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I am simply giving the facts; I am not 
locating the responsibility. But Colonel Funston was promoted 
instead of being investigated and Metcalf has been rewarded by 
being appointed pension agent at Topeka. 

Mr. LANDIS rose. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 

the gentleman from Indiana? 
Mr. VANDIVER. Now, if the gentleman will just be patient 

a moment, I will give him some more facts. 
Mr. LANDIS. I would like to ask the gentleman-this man 

Funston, this river-swimming general , is the same man that cap
tured your old friend Aguinaldo, is he not? [Laughter on the 
Republican side.] 

Mr. VANDIVER. I have understood, Mr. Chairman, that 
Emilio Aguinaldo was a great bugbear to certain gentlemen on 
the other side of this House. Now, I am not saying anything 
about Emilio. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WM. ALDEN 
SMITH] seems to be fond of talki!J.gabout him, and I will give him 
plenty of time after -! am through to eulogize him or abuse him, 
as he pleases. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The gentleman from Indiana, the 
gentleman means. 

Mr. LANDIS. The eulogies he has received have come fro.m 
that side of the House. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman, I decline to be diverted 
from the straight line of this testimony to discuss matters that 
have no. connection with the facts I am presenting. 

Mr . .JIAMILTON. What was the gentleman reading when he 
was interrupted? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I proceed toreadfur
ther from the testimony taken before the Senate committee in 
regard to practices of the American soldiers over there, and lest 
the gentleman may need not only the testimony of eyewitnesses
the testimony of sworn witnesses-I will read him some of the 
findings of courts of inquiry and court-martial. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Will the gentleman permit an interruption 
at this point? . 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that if the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HAMILTON] desires to 
interrupt he shall address the Chair. 
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1\Ir. HAMILTON. I did address the Chair·. 

· The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Chairman, I thought I addressed the 

Chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri has the floor. 
Mi·. HAMILTON. I asked if he would permit an inquiry at 

this point. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 

the gentleman from Michigan? 
Mr. VANDIVER. Oh, certainly, for a moment . . 
Mr. HAMILTON. Now, the party to which you belong-
Mr. VANDIVER (interrupting). Mr. Chairman, I see by the 

clock,. that I have not much more time, and I will ask the gentle
man to hurry with his question. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Declares for a stable form of government 
in the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I am not going to discuss that. 
Mr. HAMILTON. Are you not? 
Mr. VANDIVER. Not now. 
Mr. HAMILTON. In order to have a stable form of govern

ment in the Philippine Islands, would you not have to have sol
diers over there-your party? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Granting all that, I am not going to discuss 
that. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Is it true that you would have to have sol
diers? Answer the question. Is it true? Answer the question I 
ask you. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I am not discussing the question now. 
Mr. HAMILTON. Have you not declared for a stable form of 

government in the Philippine Islands? 
Mr. VANDIVER. Suppose I have, what has that got to do 

with these fads of cruelty and barbarity? Does the gentleman 
stand here as an apologist for all the inhuman conduct that has 
been perpetrated overthere? [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. HAMILTON. Oh, no; but could you have a stable form 
of government without soldiers? 

Mr. VANDIVER. I decline to yield further. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 
Mr. HAMILTON. Wouldyouexpect-
Mr. VANDIVER. I decline to yield. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 
Mr. HAMILTON. Would you expect to recruit your soldiers 

from Sunday school classes? 
Mr. VANDIVER. I am not going to yield for any such pur

pose as t hat. But I would not r ecruit them from savages. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan is not in 

order. The gentleman from Missouri declines to yield. 
Mr.liAMILTON. All right. 
Mr. VANDIVER. I will agree, Mr. Chairman, to yield as often 

and as long as the gentleman wishes to interrogate me, if I can 
have my time sufficiently extended. Otherwise I will decline to 
yield further. 

Mr. HAJ\fiLTON. I should like to have the gentleman's time 
extended, so that we may several of us interrogate him. 

1\fr. VANDIVER. Before I get through with these facts you 
will see other reasons why you would like it, tqo. 

·Mr. H.A.NBURY rose. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 

the gentleman from New York? 
Mr. VANDIVER. Not now. 
Mr. HANBURY. I only desired to know how much time the 

gentleman had. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri declines to 

yield. 
Mr. LANDIS. The gentleman from New York rose to a point 

of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. Did the gentleman from New York rise to 

a point of order? He did not so state. 
Mr. HANBURY. I desired to be informed how much more 

time the gentleman from Missouri had. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can not take the gentleman 

from Missouri off the :floor for such a question. 
Mr. VANDIVER. Now, Mr. Chairman, regarding the cruelty 

of what is spoken of as "the water cure," I want to read just one 
or two bits of evidence. I read from the testimony of Corp. D. J. 
Evans before the Senate committee, page 2061. He says he has 
been in the United States Army for six years, serving in northern 
Luzon: 

In the Regnla.rs? 
Yes, sir. 
Are y ou a resident of Kansas? 
Yes, sir. 
Concordia, Kans., I believe? 
Yes, sir. • 
Afte1· narrating what took place when a certain native Filipino 

was being subjected to this torture in order to get him to confess 
that he knew things that he had said he did not know about and 

to make him tell where the insurgents were, one of the members 
of the Senate committee asked him to describe in detail just what 
took place when they gave the natives this kind of torture. Hu·e 
is what he says: • 

They refused to tell us, and they were given the water cm·e. TJ;le first 
thing one of the Americans-! mean one of the scouts for the Americans
grabbed one of the m en by the head and j erked his head back, and then they 
took a tomato can and poured water down his throa t until ~e could h old no 
more. During this time one of the natives had a rattan whip about as large 
as my finger and struck him on the face with it and on the bare back, and 
every time they would str ike him it would raise a welt and some blood would 
come, and when this native co~d hold no. more w~ter t!J.en they forc_eda ~ag 
into his mouth. They stood him up on his feet, tied his hands behmd him, 
then stood him up with his back against a post, and fastened him so that he 
could not move. Then one man-

Be it said with shame and disgrace to the American Army, 
after this man. was tortured in this way and then tied to a post 
·with his arms pinioned-• 

One man, an American soldier, who was 6 feet tall, and who was v~ry 
st rong, struck this ~ative in the pit of the stomach ~shard. as he could.strike 
him and just as rapidly as he could. It seemed as If he did not get tired of 
striking him. 

Senator ALLISON. With his hand? 
With his clench ed fist. He struck him in the pit of the stomach, and it 

m a de him very sick. They kept that operation up for quite a time, and 
finally I thought the fellow was about to diehbut I do not believe that he was 
quite that bad, because finally he told them e would tell. 

That is, he was tortured until he was forced to confess things 
which probably he never did. 

Now, that is just one instance. If I had time I would stand 
here all day and all night and read you one instance after another, 
not by the dozen, but by the score, and prove to you by eyewit
nesses that these things were perpetrated by American soldiers 
and with the connivance of American officers, if not by their 
direct orders. 

One witness testifies to more than.20 cases of this torture, all 
given in one day. 

I will here read some of the testimony of Lieut. Grover Flint, 
of the Thirty-fifth Infantry. He is a grandson of the late Dr. 
Austin Flint, and a son-in-law of the late Dr. John Fisk, the his
torian. He spent a year and a half with the Army in the Philip
piLes and witnessed many cases of this torture applied to prison
ers in the province of Bulacan, in the island of Luzon. Here are 
the main points of his evidence, taken under oath: 

By Senator PATTERSON: 
Q. About how many were subjected to this torture the first night? 
A. I could not say, I should rather think-well, the only answer I could 

give would be a guess. 
Q. Give your best judgment. -
A. According to my best judgment, I should think about 00 were ]>nt 

through it the first evening, because it kept on for a long time until day
break. I should say 20 the next morning under my personal observation. 

By Senator CARMACK; 
Q. It k ept on until daybreak, yon say? 
A. Yes, sir. 

* * * * • • • 
By Senator BURROWS: 

Q. In this case where yon say the water cure was administered to some 20 
persons, I want to ask you what offense these people had committed? 

A. They were supposed to b e insurrectos. I did n ot at the time know 
enough of the language t o understand the conversat ion between them and 
the Macabebes who were putting them through this ordeal. All I know is 
that they would take a man and throw him down and work on him for a 
while, and then he would run off and get a gun or a bolo. 

Now, observe what he says about men tortured even to death: 
I w ent over and said to Major Geary that no commissioned officer seemed 

to be in charge ther e or seem ed t o b e observing it, and that I would stay 
there for a. while if he wished m e to. H e said: " All right,)f you want to." 
So in that way I happened t o see this performed on about, .L would say, some
thing over 20 men. This was on the second morning. The things that I had 
witnessed the night before I h a d witnessed only casually here and there. I 
was not what you mi~ht call a spectator. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did the m en subjected t o this torture die? 
The WITNESS. I never saw a man die. But I saw a man who I thought 

was going to die once , and I had indirect evidence that a. man had died in an
other case; but nothing that I could testify to. 

Senator CARMACK. That men have died in other cases, you say? 
The WITNESS. Yes, sir. 

By Senator CULBERSON: 
Q. Apparently you were about to detail what you actually saw the next 

morning? 
A. Yes. 
Q. You stated the night beforeyouonlycasuallysawit,and then you were 

going on to state what you saw in the morning? 
A. In the morning I actually witnessed it. I saw men thrown down and 

heard their groans and that sort of thing. 
Q . Please tell the committee what you actually saw? · 
.A. That is, you want me to describe one individual case of a. man being 

put through the water cm·e? 
Q. Yes; I would like you to do that, sir. 
A . Very good, sir. A man is thrown down on his back and three or four 

men sit or stand on his arms and legs and hold him down, and either a ~un 
barrel or a rifle baiTel or a carbine barrel or a stick as big as a belaying pm
that is, with an inch circumference-

Senator BEVERIDGE. As big in its diameter? 
A. (Continued.). Yes; is simply thrust into his jaws and his jaws are thrust 

back, and, if possible, a w ooden log or stone is put under his head
Senator PATTERSON. Under his bead or neck? 
A. (Continued. ) Under his neck, so he can be held firmly. 
Sen~~: tor BURROWS. His jaws are forced open, you say? How do you mean, 

C~OSSW1Se? 



5504 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD- HOUSE .. MAY 15, 

The WITb.TEss. Yes. sir; as a gag. In the case of very old men I .have seen and investigations by oollit-martiaL I elect n1 f f th 
their teeth fan out-I mean when it was done a little roughly. He is simply s 0 Y a ew 0 em, 
held down, and then water is poured onto his face, down his throat and nose but there are dozens and scores of them here. You gentlemen 
from a jar, and thatiskeptupuntil the man give.ssomesignof giving in or have challenged me to produce cases of cruelty, and I am doing 
becomes unconscious, and when he becomes unconscigp.s he is simply rolled it from the record: · 
aside and he is allowed to come to. That is as near a d escription as I think I 
can give. All the eases were alike I saw on that occasion. Walter Turnbull, ;jr., Company I, Fourteenth Infantry, Februaryl8, 1899; 

By Senator CULBERSON: . charge, assa.ulting native women with a bayonet. Found ~y; dishonor-
Q. Is the water allowed to remain in the man, or is it anyway expelled ~Zu~~~rged, with f01·feiture of pay and allowance, and hree years' con-

from him by any method? Clarence R. Moore, Company H, Thirty-.fifth Infantry; charge, looting. 
A. Well, I know that in a great many cases, in almost every case, the men Found guilty; fined soo. 

have been a little roughly handled; they were rolled aside rudelyJ so that Private .Otto R. Conine, Company Bl Sixteenth Infantry; charge, rape. 
water was expelled. A man suffers tremendously; there is no douot about Guilty; sentenced to twenty years' imprisonment. 
it. His suffering must be that of a man who is drowning, but who can not Corporal George Danhoffer, Company B, Si.rleenth Infantry, date of trial 
drown. Ju!y 24, 1899; charge, rape; found guilty. 

Q. Did you ever see a. man place his foot on a man's stomach to force the H enry Bruce, Company A, Twenty-fifth Infantry, assault on natives, in-
water out of·him? eluding a young girl. Fined $20 and two months' confi.neme~1t _in pris6>n. 

A. Yes, sir. 
·The witness then explains that this water cure or torture was Now, you say these were punished. Yes; so they were. But 

the common method used to get the natives to tell where their the fact that they were punished does not relieve the people who 
guns wereandgiv·ethesoldiersinformationabouttheirneighbors. suffered from their barbarity. Nor does it help the gentleman 

They would enter a village or barrio without opposition and from Michigan in his denial that the soldiers were guilty of the 
simply gather up a bunch of natives and begin on them in this crimes alleged against them. 
way, and • • put them through as a matter of routine,', using the But these are only a few of the many I might read. 
language of the witness. I will instance a few other cases, as I am forced to do so by the 

He then explains another instance where 15 more were treated denials of gentlemen on the other side. 
h Mr. LESSLER. Will not that indicate-

t is way and how some of them held out longer than others. Mr. VANDIVER. I decline to vield at this point. 
Here is his testimony on this point. Those who had no guns to "· 
surrender suffered the most. He says: Alvan S. Gross, Company L , Nineteenth Infantry, charged with looting a 

church. Dishonorably discharged, and forfeiture of pay. 
What I mean to say is that some men would yield aJmost instantJ.y and Arthur B. Butler, Company A, Twenty-fifth Infantry charged with assault 

would not be put through as brutal methods as I have described, while other on two native women with intent to commit rape. Fined $45, and five months' 
m.en would have more courage or, perhaps, would be more ignorant, and they imprisonment. 
would be put through the stage, where they were unconscious or almost · 
drowned. . Now, Mr. Chairman, there are a great number of these cases 

By Senator MoOoMAs: here in the record, and I have not the time to read them all, nor 
Q. Did that happen to a few or many of these men? even one-tenth part of them, but if I may be permitted, there are 
A. A ·rather small proportion, because by far the greater part, I should one or two more that I wish to refer to, because they are unex

say probably two-thirds, of the people I saw did not get this severest treat- ampled instances of barbarity. Here, for instance, is one Edward 
ment. 1n those cases it did not get to the :{JOint of great. brutality. They 
simply would get up and run off a-nd get the1r guns; and other men fought M. Boodie, Troop C, Third Cavalry, charged with the murder of a 
it out and would not yield until they had been subjected to severe treatment, native boy by shooting him with a pistol. He was found guilty, 
and theTe was on.e man who absolutely refused. d h urt- tial t this t · h. 

SenatorDIETRICH. Youthinkitwasthemenwhowerethemostignorant an t e co mar en ers commen opposite IS name~ 
who resisted the hardest, and those who seemed more intelligent yielded A crime of peculiar atrocity that might be viewed with horror by the most 
qnickly ~:~ond did not receive such ha.rsh treatment? debased savage. -

The WITNESS. No; I think the men who were more courageous or perhalJS 
did not have any guns suffered the most. By ignorant I mean that they did Here is another-Thomas H. McClanahan, Company L , Eighth 
not really know anything to tell us. Infantry-charged with assault and raping a middle-aged native 
~t_~a{Vkc~:\~~~. You say you saw one man who never did yield? woman, April, 1901; was dishonorably discharged and sentenced 
Senator BEVERIDGE. How is that? to fifteen years' imprisonment. 
Senator CARMACK. He said something about one man never yielding. Harry A. Mooney, Company L, Eighth Infantry, charged with 
TheWITNEss. Onemanwa~ointedouttomeasbeinganallegedinsurgent the rape of a native woman, was found guilty and sentenced to 

lie~~:-;if~g~:Js~s~~~Jfd ~~ts~ ~h~f absolutely unyielding. twenty years. 
The WITNEss. I saw his condition. They had worked pretty hard on him. There are two other cases of a similar character, charged with 

Hes=~~~i;~E~%~P~;t ~:gJs ~g~~:~nt man- rape of native women, found guilty by the court-martial and sen-
Senator CARMACK. He was pointed out as what? tenced to death, and then by the President of the United States 
The WIT!\"TESS. A man of great comage; that he had been .absolutely un- the sentence was commuted to twenty years' imprisonment. 

yielding and had simply defied us; that IS all. M Cha' if th · 1 di 'f th 
Senator BEVERIDGE. When this man was pointed out, what condition was r. Hman, ese were srmp yspora c cases, 1 · esecases 

he in? had happened only occasionally, if such crimes as these were 
The WITNESS. He was almost fainting. I did not see him worked upon~ only the occasional incident of war, I might be inclined to over

but I simply saw him being led around, and I think Major Geary sent worn look it as one of the accidental incidents of horrible warfare·, but 
not to have anything to do with that man any more. I mean to let him pass, 
not to bother him any more, to let him go. here they stand, one after another, dozens, and scores, and hun-

Also, Mr. Chairman, other kinds of torture have been invented. dreds, as bad as can be imagined, as horrible as ever were com-
Observe the following in regard to Captain Ryan's method: mitted by savage or civilized man in the whole history of the 

NEW FORMS OF TO.RT'IJRE. 
WASHINGTON, May 8, 1902. 

Orders have been issued by Secretary Root for the court-martial of Capt. 
James A. Ryan1 of the Fifteenth Cavalry, who is charged with improper 
conduct in obtaming information from natives in the Philippines. 

Complaints of his actions having reached Manila, William P. Rhode, as 
special prosecutor, was sent to investigate. 

His r eport to the attorney-~eneral at Manila says that Captain Ryan used 
the following method to get information: Each individual before being ex
amined had his arms tied to his body in such a manner that he could not 
protect his head from falling. Then h e was stood up erect upon a wooden 
floor and had his legs knocked from under him. 

His body was lifted and his head jolted against the floor once more, where
upon he was stood upon his head in a bucket of water f or a certain length of 
time, and was then exa.mined. This process was employed three times in 
succession before Ubaldo A bing made his statement. 

Altogether about a dozen natives are said to have r eceived ttus treat
ment. 

llfr. Rhode's report also says that Captain Ryan believes that the Filipino 
is incorrigible, and that two generations of military government will not 
put them in condition for civil government. He further, somewhat incon
sistently, believes Am.elican occupation unjust; that the Filipino ean not 
survive, and that the American can never live in the islands. Drastic m eruY 
ures seem to him absolutely_ necessary for self-preservation and the inculca
tion of loyalty toward the United States. 

Mr. LESSLER. Mr. Chairman--
The CHAffil\IAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 

the gentleman from New York? 
Mr. VANDIVER. Not till I get through with this statem~nt~ 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield at present. 

. Mr. V ANDIVE.R. Fm·thermore, I now wish to read a few 
statements of findings of courts-martial that have investigated 
some of these cases of cruelty. I win have to read them hur
riedly, because my time is nearly out. Here is a list of the trials 

human race. Now, :MJ.·. Chairman, I have not made and shall not 
make a general onslaught against the American soldier. I can 
not believe that all the American soldiers, or a large percentage 
of them, are guilty of these erimes; but here are the facts. You 
tell us that this cruelty is an incident to war. You tell us that we 
must have an army over there. You tell us that these things 
are incidents of war. I want to say to you that if the necessities 
of war, in order to hold the Filipino people in subjection to our 
control. bring with them this horror-this inhuman horror-then 
for God's sake get out of there a-s soon as possible before the name 
of the American soldier is still further tarnished and the flag 
forever disgraced, and the soldiers themselves still further 
brutalized. · 

Now, l\Ir. Chairman, if I had time I would read you here the 
reports of the inspector-general who investigated the charges of 
cruelty in northern Luzon and another in the province of P anay. 
I would also show you that they have gone over there and em
ployed native scouts~the ferocious Macabebe Eavages-to make 
war on the people of the other parts of the islands, and that they 
have committed outrages so infernal and so inhuman that lan
guage fails to describe them, and if I should undertake to describe 
them I should be compelled to use language that would not be 
tolerated in public print. 

In one instance, on the 25th of February, 1900, these native 
scouts, under the command of Ame1ican officers, went to one 
little barrio, invaded the houses of these natives, and took old 
gray-haired nien out behind the house and shot them down, and 
in -other instances went into houses and shot down the hll8banda 
by the side of their wives, and then raped the wife herself. 
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Brigadier-General Wheaton says, on page 1753 of this docu- You may laugh; it is an easy matter to laugh at these things. 
ment: But here is the report, and nobody denies it: 

These scouts whom we have employed are liable to commit murder, and MA1\~LA, April ft5, 1~2. 
many will rob and ravish whenever they have the opportunity. Colonel Woodruff, counsel for Brig. Gen. Jacob H. Smith, United States 

These are his exact words. Army, under court-martial here, produced a sensation at the opening session 
Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Chairman-- of the court to-day by admitting the truth of the reported atrocities by AIDer-

The CHAIRl\IAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman ica&,\~~Y~~~~~ade this statement: 
from Michi!!an? General Smith had issued orders to kill the natives and to burn their 

~ homes. 
Mr. VANDIVER. I yield to a question. The country was hostile to the Americans and General Smith did not de-
:Mr. HAMILTON. From what reports are you reciting? sire any prisoners. 
Mr. VANDIVER. I am reading-- General Smith had issued ordars to make Samar a howling wilderness. 
Mr. HAMILTON. The place, page, and authority? be <tTii:~~l Smith had ordered thatall personscapableof bearing arms should 

Mr. VANDIVER. I will give the page and authority and point The age limit was made 10 years, because many such boys had borne arms 
out not only these instances that I have mentioned, but a hundred against the American troops. 
more, if the gentleman insists upon it and I have the time. I am All above 10 years of age to be slaughtered! 
merely reciting facts gathered from official reports and Senate Mr. SAMUEL W. S11IITH. Will the gentleman allow me a 
committee hearings, and refer you to pages 1754 to 1760 and sue- question? 
ceeding pages. Mr. VANDIVER. Yes; a question. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I have not had the pleasure of lis-
a question? tening to all of the gentleman's speech. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman Mr. VANDIVER. I am sorry, for the gentleman would have 
from :Missouri? been instructed. [Laughter.] 

l\1r. VANDIVER. Yes; I yield to a question. Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Has the gentleman spent any time 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. When my colleague prints this speech as in investigating the atrocities that the Filipinos have committed 

a campaign document, to be cil·culated in Missouri, I should like on the American soldiers? 
him to print this question with his speech, namely: Is the Army Mr. VANDIVER. Yes, sir; I have. 
of the United States a Republican institution or does the gentle- Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. To what extent? 
man admit that both parties are responsible for both the Army Mr. VANDIVER. To what extent! Well, now, I think the 
and the Navy and their conduct abroad, and if the Army and the gentleman realizes there is no sense in such a question. [Laugh
Navy, instead of being partisan institutions, are merely Ameri- ter.] I have investigated the matter pt·obably as much as it has 
can institutions for which we are all responsible? been investigated on the other sid~, and I am frank to say that 

Mr. VANDIVER. Yes; but because there are Democrats in there are numerous cases of atrocities committed by Filipinos 
the Army I will not apologize for everything the Army does. against American soldiers. 

I want to say to the gentleman that he is the first man who has Mr. SAMUEL W. Sl\UTH. Why has not the gentleman spent 
introduced into this debate any idea of parti anship. I have not as much time criticising the Filipinos as he has criticising the 
intimated in any word I have said whether it is Democratic or American soldiers? 
Republican. I will print the gentleman's question and my an- Mr. VANDIVER. First, because these statements have been 
swer. I will say to the gentleman also that it is my pride and denied, and secondly, because you gentlemen on the other side of 
boast here to-day that the American Navy has not tarnished its the Chamber show no disposition to inquire into the matter or 
name, so far as I have been able to learn, with any acts of cruelty, consider more than one side of it, and when any bill is before the 
but has held up the American flag with pride to all theworld,and House we can not get time to discuss fully all the pha-ses of the 
againstitthereisnota blackmark. [Applause on the Democratic question. You have denied facts, and hence I am proving them. 
side.] But as to the atrocities committed by the Filipinos against the 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the American soldiers I say that no man regTets them or detests 
gentleman a question. them more than I do. But what is their excuse, what is their 

Mr. VANDIVER. I can not yield further at this time. The provocation? We have invaded their country; we are the in
gentlemen on the other side can get all the time they want, and vaders~ and they are defending their homes and their wives and 
let them take the time and discuss this matter if they wish to do so. children. I do not justify their barbarities. I deplore and abhor 

Now, it has been said that these are heathenish people over them. But so long as we attempt to subjugate them these hor
there, and if we were to draw out and let them alone they would rors will continue, and our own soldiers will be tempted and pro
£hoot each other down, they would engage in general internecine voked into these inhuman methods of warfare. For God s sake 
war that would destroy them, and so it appears that in order to stop it before we have brutalized our whole Army. If there is a 
keep them from shooting each other down we have got to go in man on this floor who is willing· to stand here as the apologi t for 
and shoot them do.wn first. [Laughter.] an American soldier under the American flag acting as a mur-

Now, as to theiT general character, I read from very high au- derer and a torturer, and committing rape and every other crime 
thority. General MacArthur, when he was before the Senate imaginable, while we are trying to force our sovel'eignty on those 
committee, was asked this question: people, I want him to stand up and say so. 

As a whole, General, I believe in your report you speak of the Filipino Mr. HA11fiLTON. Mr. Chairman-. - • 
people in an P.pprecia.tive way as people of considerable native intelligence, The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 
quick and apt, and generous, flexible, and peaceable? · the gentleman from Michigan? 

General MAcARTHUR. I believe that is the general tenor. 
Mr. CARMACK. I understand you to say that you would be willing to give Mr. VANDIVER. Oh, yes; for a question. 

them a veryeonsidera.ble share m the general government? Mr. HAMILTON. The gentleman says that we are invaders, 
• General MACARTHUR. Yes. N h d'd · · f th Phili' · I 1 d Mr. CARMACK. Do you think they should have it now? ow, ow 1 we acqu1re possession o e ppme s an s? 

General MAcARTHUR. I would be glad to give it to them now, as I have Mr. VANDIVER. Oh, the gentleman would like to go back 
said. I have become attached to these people and have a good deal of faith into ancient history and rake up everything, I suppose, to cover 
in them. up the issue. I am presenting facts here. I challenge the gen-

Now, I suppose you will not question that authority. Now, tleman to deny one of the facts. I will not stop to discuss that 
Mr. Chairman, after all the brutality that has been practiced not question, further than to say that we have no title to that conn
only by the American officers and American soldiers, but by na- try that rests on a just, moral, or equitable basis. 
tive scouts under command of American officers, there comes Mr. HAMILTON. I deny that we are invaders. 
this final climax, the order of one Jacob H. Smith that the island Mr. VANDIVER. Do you deny the cruelties and barbarities 
of Samar shall be made" a howling wilderness." Major Waller that are being practiced there now? 
wa-s brought to account for atrocities committed in the island, Mr. HAMILTON. You said that we were invaders. Do you 
and he pleaded that he was obeying the orders of his superior. deny what I have just said, that we acquired the country by 
He was tried by a court-martial and was acquitted on that plea, treaty? 
and his superior was then summoned for trial, and here is the Mr. VANDIVER. Yes; I denythat we have any right to it. 
last we have seen in r~lation to that trial. We have not yet had Mr. HAMILTON. You deny it, do you? On what grounds do 
a full report of it. But here is a cablegram which I will rean: you deny it? 

MANILA, April gs, 1902- Mr. VANDIVER. That what Spain did not own she could 
Mr. LANDIS. From what is the gentleman reading? not sell to us. But I shall not be diverted from the purpose of 
Mr. VANDIVER. From an Associated Press dispatch from my remarks in presenting facts as brought out in the testimony. 

Manila. If the gentleman will be quiet a while I will give him some more. 
Mr. LANDIS. What is it published in? Mr. LESSLER rose. 
~Ir. VANDIVER. It is published in the Irish World of May 3, The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield 

after appearing in nearly every daily paper in the country. 1 to the gentleman from New York [Mr. LESSLER]? 
[Laugltter on the Republican side.] Mr. VANDIVER. Well, let him ask what he has to ask, and 

XX.XV-345 
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be quick about it. lrly time is nearly out, and I have been inter
rupted so much that I am not half through. 

l\Ir. LESSLER. Does not the gentleman also know of the 
water cure being administered to om· soldiers? 

Mr. VANDIVER. In some instances it may be so, and I con
demn it as strongly as you do. Now, I ask you whether you ap
prove of civilized soldiers torturing uncivilized people, as you 
call them, for the purpose of extorting confessions from them? 
Answer yes or no. An wer, or else take your seat. · 

Mr. LESSLER. You can not order me to take my seat. I will 
answer you in this way--

Mr. V .A.NDIVER. Then take your seat anyhow, and wait till 
your time comes. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ·LESSLER. ~fr. Chairman--
1\Ir. VANDIVER. I decline to yield further. If I were prac

ticing the barbarities that have been pra.cticed upon the Filipi
nos I would subject you to the water cure and make you answer 
anyhow. [Renewed laughter.] 

l\Ir. LESSLER. Probably. But you would have to be a good 
deal taller and better minded than you aTe in order to do so. 

:Mr. VANDIVER. That sounds very much like the twittering 
of the sparrows in the trees in Central Park or a chippy from the 
Bowery. [More laughter.] 

Mr. LESSLER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. VANDIVER. For a question only. 
Mr. LESSLER. I would like to ask whether you have read 

what is generally known as General Order N o.1? 
Mr. VANDIVER. Yes, I h ave read it; but I do not think you 

have. Thatisalliwanttosaynowon that question. [Laughter.] 
But, l\Ir. Chairman the famous order No. 100 of President 

Lincoln is humane and reasonable; but the perpetrators of these 
crimes can not be sheltered behind that order, because it is the 

. very order they have violated. There is nothing in it to waiTant 

. cruelty and barbarity. This order has been reissued for the gov
ernment of our Army in the Philippines. It consists of a series of 
rules to regulate soldiers in the field. These are the very rules 
that have been violated. 

I will read some of them right here and ask you to compare 
them with the evidence I have just been quoting. Compare the 
general order with the actual facts and say whether you think 
the war in the Philippines has demoralized and brutalized 
our soldiers or not. Observe especially rule 16, rule 44, and 
rule 80. 

Among these rules you will find the following in order No.100: 
Rule 16. Military necessity does not admit of cruelty-that is, the inflic

tion of suffering for the rake of suffering or for revenge, nor of maiming or 
woundin"' except in fight, nor of torture to extort confessions. * * * 

Rule 4-i'. All wanton violence committe::l against persons in the invaded 
country, all G.estruction of property not commanded by the authorized of

. ficer, all robbery, all pillage or sacking, even after tah'ing a place by main 
· force; all rape, wounding, maiming, or killing of such inhabitants are pro

hibited under the penalty of death, or such other severe punishment as may 
seem adequate for the gravity of the offense. * e.: * 

Rule 53. A prisoner of war is subject to no punishment for being a public 
enemy, nor is any revenge wreaked upon him by the intentional infliction of 

. any suffering or disgrace by cruel imprisonment, want of food, by mutila
tion, death, or any other barbarity. 

• Rule 75. Prisoners of war are subject toconfinementorimprisonmentsuch 
as may be deeme4 nece~sary on ac~ount ?f ~af~ty, but ~h~y are to be sub
jected to no other mtentwnal suffermg or mdig:mty. * ,. "' 

Rule !;Q, Honorable men, when captured, w1ll abstain from giving to the 
enemy irlformation concernin~rtheir own army; and the modern law of war 
pernnts no longer use of any vwlence against prisoners in orde:r to extort the 
desired information or to punish them for having given false information. 

No, Mr. Chairman, it is an insult to the memory of Lincoln to 
say that our soldiers in the Philippines have been governed by 
this order given by him to the Army of the Union in 1862. It is 
an insult to the old soldiers of that gallant conflict to plead their 
example in extenuation of the crimes committed against non
combatants, against prisoners, and against helpless women and 
children in the provinces of Luzon and Samar. 

Furthermore, when you say that I am insulting the Army, I 
remind you that Gen. Nelson :Miles, the head of the Army, on 
the 17th of last December, sent to the Secretary of War an official 
communication declaring that-

The war in the Philippines is being conducted with marked severity. 

He then went further and proposed remedies. He does not 
sanction these barbarities. I am therefore sustaining the head of 
the k.rmy. But I trust, ir, that the time may never come when a 
civil officeT, especially a representative of the people on this floor, 
will be afraid to criticise criminals because they happen to belong 
to the Army and have on the uniform of American soldiers. 

In conclusion, Mr. Ch:1irman, let me say that if the hatred of 
American rule in the Philippines is so deep seated that 10-year
old boys are in arms against us and making such dangerous and 
valiant soldiers as they are likewise doing in South Africa against 
British aggression, then you must admit that it has become a war 
of extermination. If "Hell-roaring Smith" makes a howling 
wilderness of Samar; the Macabebe scouts torture, rob, ravish, 
and lllm·der the inhabitants of northern Luzon, and the Moham-

medan Moros of the southern islands (3,000,000 of them, more 
or less) yet to be exterminated, all in the effort to civilize and 
Christianize these desperate people, we may as well realize that 
our task has not yet fairly commenced. Five separate times we 
have been told the war was over, but it still goes on. In the lan
guage of President Schurman, one of McKinley's commissioners 
to the Philippines-

These Americans, patriotic but unversed in history, who desire to r ecre
ate the Filipinos in theu· own similitude will always be able to demonst rate 
that the oriental clay is still without shape and seemliness in the American 
potter's hand, and that for a perfect product., a vessel of honor and glory, 
the American wheel must be kept going for years, perhaps for generations, 
or possibly even for centuries. Heaven save the Fili.pinos from so imperti
n ent and meddle3ome an earthly providence. The Filipinos are to deYelop 
along then· own racial lines, not alonoo ours; and it is colossal conceit and im
pudence to dispara~e them because they are different from ourselves. Ca
pacity for indepenaent self-government does not necessarily m ean capacity 
like ours to administer a commonwealth like ours, but mere~y capacity of 
some sort to maintain peace and order, to uphold law, and to fulfill interna
tional obligations. It may be a matter of only a sh ort Eme when the Chris
tian Filipinos of Luzon and the Visayas will b e a,; well qualified to discharge 
these functions as Mexico. Peru, Argentina, or Venezuela. And when they 
are so qualified the American Government has no further duty or business 
in the archipelago. Any decent kind of government of Filipinos by Filipi
nos is better than the best possible government of Filipinos by Americans. 

Aye, sir, it is the same old story of foreign conquest and" crim
inal aggression "-' the strength of civilization without its 
mercy," as Macaulay has said of the British conquest of India. 
It is the robbery of the weak to emich the strong. We may ex
terminate those people and take their lands, but we will suffer 
in the end. The god of justice is greater than the god of battles. 
I condemn not the soldier obeying orders, but I condemn the pol-· 
icy and purpose of the Administration which forces him into this 
unholy conflict. 

It has been whispered by a bard of old that the angel of mercy 
sometimes hovers over the stricken field on which lay the bleed
ing ·victims of a gallant but misguided cause and pleads forgive
ness for their crimes, and hence I trust that the private soldier 
and the subordinate officer who has been compelled lmder the 
usages of war and in obedience to superior commands to engage 
in this unholy strife may find mercy at the com·t of heaven, but 
'Where, oh, where, is the angel with mantle of charity broad 
enough and sympathy wide enough to plead forgiveness for the 
hellish demons, " tyTants dressed in a little b1ief authority" and 
dead to all the feelings of huma.n nature, who have d1iven on this 
car of Juggernaut to crush the lives and hopes of helpless millions 
merely for the sake of establishing our authority over the islands 
of the sea so far away that the voice of the su.fferer can scarcely 
reach the homes of the intruder? 

For me to express my horror and detestation of these miserable 
outrages and indulge a sentiment of sympathy for struggling and 
helpless humanity you say is treason, do you? Then, sir, if human
ity is treason, make the most of it. If my country no longer 
stands for justice-if her name is to be no longer the synonym for 
human rights and human freedom·, then, in the name of God, 
what have we left to be proud of? 

Mr. FOSS. I yieldfifteenminutestothegentlemanfromMary
land [Mr. MUDD.] 

Mr. MUDD. l\fr. Chairman, I had intended to address the 
committee somewhat at length and in detail upon a subject
matter of some importance, in· my judgment, to the history of 
the Navy and the country, and having a close relationship to, if 
not directly involved in, the provisions of this bill. 

I had intended to discuss the findings of the recent court of in
quiry as to Admiral Schley and the approval of those findings by 
the President of the United States, which latter, I propose to sal 
in all frankness and with great respect, in my judgment, are de
cidedly less tenable and less defensible than the findings them
selves. 

In view, however, of the sad and rather pathetic close of the 
life of one of the parties to this general controversy within recent 
date, I shall abstain from any such discussion at this tpne, be
cause I realize there could be no discussion of the conduct of Ad
miral Schley, as to the part borne by him at the battle of Santi
ago and the events leading np to it, that would not necessitate a 
comparison of the respective claims and relative meiit of per
formance as between him and Admiral Sampson. 

I have no disposition to encourage or countenance indulgence 
in any of the spirit of acrimony with which that conti·oversy has 
been clothed at this time. 

I wish to say, also, in this connection, and as a devoted friend 
and admirer of Admiral Schley, that I have naught but the pro
foundest respect for the memory of Admiral Sampson and for 
the faithful and distinguished services rendered by him in the line 
of the duties that fell to him and the opportunities that were his. 
I have no feeling other than that of grateful regard due to all of the 
brave and loyal participants in that struggle in which and out of 
which~ in the language of him who in my judgment, was its cen
tral and commanding figure, there was "glory enough for all." 
[Applause.] 
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But apart from this controversy, Mr. Chairman, and without en
tering into it at all, I want to give notice at this time that I intend, 
when we shall reach that paragraph in the bill making provisions 
for text-books and other appliances for instruction at the Naval 
Academy-pages 61 and 62 of the bill-to offer the following 
amendment: 

Provided, howeve1·, That no part of the money apJ?ropriated in this section 
or elsewhere in this bill, or to be hereafter appropriated, shall be expended 
in the purchase of any history of the Sparush-American war written by 
Edgar Stanton Maclay for use at the Naval Academy, in shlps' libraries, or 
in any other part of the naval establishment of the United States. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, just a word as to that amendment. I 
shall not discuss it in detail at this time. I realize that it will 
be subject to a point of order in the precise shape in which it is 
submitted, and if there shall be found anyone here who wants to 
interpose a point of order against its consideration I shall make 
it germane by omitting the words "hereafter to be appropri
ated." 

Had it not been for this false and malicious publication, made 
under circumstances which at the time gave color to the conten
tion of its author that it was made with the approval of men 
high up in the Navy Department, we would have been spared 
the necessity of the court of inquiry, ~nd the regrettable bitter
ness of the controversy that followed, with its hurtful effects 
upon the Navy and the country. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman--
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 

from MLsouri? 
Mr. MUDD. Yes. 
Mr. COCHRAN. Is it not true that it did have the approval 

of men high in authority in the Navy Department? 
Mr. MUDD. I did not wish to put it in that shape. 
Mr. COCHRAN. Put it in such shape as would give your opin

ion on the subject. 
Mr. MUDD. I know that was charged. I believe it was to 

some extent denied. I want to say for myself that I think there 
was much color of truth given to the charge by the circumstances 
surrounding it. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I think there was nothing else but color of 
truth. 

Mr. MUDD. Well, I will leave it in that way. I know that 
the answer to the suggestion for proscribing the use of this 
history in our great naval school by legislative direction will be 
that thm·e is no intention upon the part of the Department so to 
use it, in reply to which, without discussing it further now, I 
will say that Secretary Long, when the first edition of this his
tory was published, in an interview in the Washington P ost, a 
copy of which I have retained, stated specifically that he would 
bar it out of the Academy ''in its present form.'' That only, and 
that expressly, he stated. He promised nothing further than 
that and left us to the inference that in a revised and expm·
gated form it might be u sed in the Academy, as are the first two 
volumes now used as books of reference and text-books. 

There is every reasonable expectation t o believe that under the 
auspices of the powers that will have control this work will be 
upon the shelves of every ship's library in the Navy, taking rank 
and prominence along with the Bible and the Constitution and 
the Regulations of the Navy, a short time after publication of its 
revised edition, just recently issued. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not seeking at this time to precipi
tate any controversy as to the respective claims to recognition 
between Admiral Schley and anybody else. I am not asking any 
special favors for Admiral Schley. He needs none. I am simply 
asking in this amendment, which I shall urge with all the vigor 
that I possess , that the money of the Government of the United 
States shall not be used to further officially tarnish the bright 
name of that hero of our late war. [Applause.] 

I ask Congress to see to it that there shall be no official sanction 
of a history that goes as far in condemnation of Admiral Schley 
as does the verdict of the naval court of inquiry. Schley needs 
no special honors at the hands of the people at present in charge 
of the official machinery of the Navy Department. He asks none. 
He may not be secure in the findings of courts of inquiry; his 
deeds may not be duly recorded in an inspired or official history 
of the Spanish-American war; but secure in the affections of the 
plajn, tmbiased people of this country, he can well r est assured 
of the just verdict of brave men everywhere, and await with con
fidence the calm and impartial verdict of a history which, if it be 
not preserved in written characters in books, will remain imper
ishably recorded by the landmarks of the fragments of the 
enemy s fleet strewn by him along the coast line of Cuba, and by 
the characters written by the wrecks of Spanish vessels at the 
bottom of the waters of the Caribbean Sea. [Applause.] 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gentle
man from Connecticut [Mr. HILL]. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I came into the 
Hall while the ge•tleman from Missouri was portraying the out-

rages that had been perpetrated by the American soldiers upon 
the Filipinos, and I regretted very much to hear it. I had hoped 
that there would be a monopoly of that kind of talk elflewhere 
and that we should not have in the House of Representatives the 
maligning and slandering of the American Army while in the 
performance of its duty. 

:Mr. VANDIVER. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\fr. HILL. I yield to anybody for anything. 
Mr. VANDIVER. Do you say that the statements I made 

were maligning and misrepresenting the Army? 
Mr. HILL. I say absolutely that the one-sided statement of 

any case is a falsehood on itG face and must be so; and had the 
gentleman desired to be fair to the American Army he would 
have stated both sides of this proposition. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I want to say to the gentleman that if I 
had sufficient time to do it, and that if I occupied a place as he 
does--

:M:r. HILL. Well, you had an hom·, and I have five minutes. 
Mr. VANDIVER. If I occupied a place where I had an op

portunity to do it, I would state every side of this case. 
:Mr. HILL. I decline to yield to the gentleman to make a 

speech. 
Mr. VANDIVER. Then I just simply want to say to you that .... _, 

you have maligned and misrepresented the officers of the United 
States Government who have made these reports. v 

1\Ir. HILL. Mr. Chau·man, it was my pleasure during the last 
summer to visit the Philippine Islands. This is the first time I 
have referred to that fact since this Congress opened. I should 
not do so now but for the statements made by the gentleman from 
Missouri, and especially the statement made in regard to Gen. 
Jacob H. Smith. I had the pleasure of visiting Gen. Jacob H. 
Smith's department, going through it for 120 miles. I found the 
people at peace, engaged in the usual avocations of peace, with 
everything quiet, business being transacted in a regular and 
orderly way, and no difficulty or trouble with anybody passing 
up and down through that department. But it had not always 
been so; and it seems to me that it is at least fair, while a man's 
character is under consideration and being tried by the regularly 
constituted authorities, by a court-martial, that both sides of this 
House should at least withhold a verdict until that court-martial 
and those regularly constituted authorities have made their find
ings. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman-
Mr. IDLL. I have but five minutes, and there is one thing I 

want to state. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 
Mr. HILL. Istatethatifound the department of Gen. Jacob H. 

Smith in peace and quietness, and yet while that condition existed 
this incident actually occurred. A company of T~.galos, Filipi
nos-the Filipino army, if you choose to call it such-descended 
upon a village of peaceable Filipinos who chose to carry on their 
regular business pursuits in peace and quietness and destroyed 
that village. murdering men, women, and children, and if the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. V ANDIVERj desires a specimen of 
barbarity I want to tell you what they did to loyal Filipinos and 
Americans. They took men out and tied them to ant hills. Now, 
that may seem a strange thing, but those ant hills are 6 or 8 or 10 
feet high and 6 feet in dia!Ileter. filled with ants that are abso
lutely ravenous and eat up everything they come in contact with. 
They tied these men to ant hills and allowed them to be eaten to 
death by ants. They buried them in the grotmd up t o their necks 
and allowed them to be pecked to death by the birds and eaten by 
the ants. They took loyal Filipinos and loyal Americans and cut 
them open in the abdomen taking out a portion of the bowel and 
nailing i t to a tree and <h-iving them around the tree with bolos 
compelling them to disembowel themselves . and yet you gentle
men stand here and condemn American soldiers for standing by 
the men who are loyal to the American flag, ana who are suffer
ing such outrages as these. 

:Mr. VANDIVER. For the very same kind of barbarities 
which yon ar e now charging against the Filipinos. 

Mr. HILL. Talk about water cures! Fight your political 
battles decently! Do not attempt to do it by slandering Ameri
can soldiers in the performance of their duty. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

Mr. COCHRAN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. HILL. I will. 
Mr. COCHRAN. Did yon notice any difference between the 

size of 10-year-old boys over there and here? 
Mr. HILL. Oh, I have seen too many 10-year-old boys on the 

other side of this House to have any trouble in recognizing the 
difference. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. COCHRAN. That is your answer. Let me ask you one 
question further. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman's time has expired. 
Mr. COCHRAN. And I expect he is glad of it. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from illinois. 
Mr. FOSS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Oregon 

[Mr. TONGUE]. 
1\Ir. TONGUE. Mr. Chairman, just recently some new policies 

to be adopted into Federal legislation have been proposed and 
advocated that greatly concern the West, from which I come, and 
the agricultm·al classes, whom I in part represent. They have 
been urged by members on that side of the House, by leading 
Democratic newspapers in various sections of the country, by 
Democratic clubs and Democratic committees with such vigor and 
persistency that they demand attention. The'' eternal principles'' 
of Democracy, it seems, refuse to be '' eternal'' or to stay fixed or 
to have immortality thrust upon them. They seem to be in need 
of repair, and are undergoing their usual biennial readjustment. 
The Democratic party, :Mr. Chairman, seems to have found from 
recent occurrences a new political issue, in which it hopes to 
unite its scattered elements. A "new issue " is something for 
which with eager eyes it has been scanning the political horizon 
for some time past. 

At last one seems to have presented itself, like Minerva, full 
armed from the brain of Jove, and has been eagerly welcomed. 
During the last few days there has been an unusual and ab
normal and unjustifiable increase in the retail price of fresh 
meats. This condition has affected every household. Prices to 
the consumer have reached a point never attained during many 
years, if at any time in the history of the country. Meats which 
were formerly purchased by the housekeeper at 18 to 20 cents 
per pound suddenly increased in price to 30 and 35 cents per 
pound. 

In many instances prices of meat to the consumer in Eastern 
cities have more than doubled, and that within the past sixty 
days. Our Democratic brethren, who some years ago based their 
campaign largely upon the low price of products, and charged it 
to the increase in the value of gold, have now discovered that 
upon some farm products at least priees are too high. They are 
commencing, if not a vigorous, a very noisy campaign to reduce 
the price upon commodities which a few years ago they claimed 
it as their special mission to increase. 

Realizing the consternation that such an unusual increase in 
the prices of the necessaries of life must carry to many hearth
stones, they have adopted as a new battle cry ''Cheap food for the 
masses." Discovering what they believe to be an evil, they are 
looking for a r emedy. It is not necessary for them to look far. 
The time-honored one of the Democratic party is always at hand. 
In Democratic eyes no economic evil a:fflicts the American people 
that is not caused by the "iniquitous" tariff. "Down with the 
tariff," particulars not given, is their remedy for every political 
ill which afilicts the body politic. Whatever business misfortunes 
befall the people of the country are laid to the door of the tariff. 
They can conceive of no other remedy in the present instance, ex
cept to remove the tariff. 

When a housekeeper complains that she is asked 40 cents per 
pound for poultry for which she formerly paid 12, she is told that 
it is the tariff of 5 cents per pound upon dressed poultry. When 
the boarder at are taurant is asked at the rate of 25 cents per 
pound more for his beefsteak than sixty days ago, he is told it is 
the tariff. When the housekeeper wishes to purchase a choice 
piece of tenderloin steak and is asked $1 per pound, she is told that 
it is the tariff of 2 cents per pound upon dressed beef. They 
would have us believe that just outside the boundaries of theRe
public, upon every side of us, are great quantities of the choicest 
of tenderloin, praying for someone to remove the 2-cent tariff bar
rier and permit these choice morsels to be sold to the starving 
people of the United States for $1 per pound. 

According to this new edition of the gospel of reunited Democ
racy there are great swarms of fat chickens perched upon the 
trees and fences just outside of the 5-cent tariff wall surrounding 
the Republic and praying someone to let down the bars so they 
can fly to our very doors and enjoy the blessed privilege of being 
killed, picked, and sold to hungry Americans at 40 cents per 
pound. In someway, in some form, the resentment of the eating 
public must be thoroughly aroused and utHized for political pur
poses in aid of the DemoCI·atic party. 

Mr. Chah·man, there is not a well-informed member of this 
House on either side, or an intelligent man in public life, who 
does not know that the recent unusual increase in the price of 
meat is not the work of the farmer, of the stock raiser, or of the 
stock feeder. They are not receiving the benefit of the increase. 
It has not been made in their interest, but they are now being 
injured and will continue to be injured in the future by it. It is 
no more the result of the tariff, which has not been disturbed in 
five years, than the increase in the wholesale price of domestic 
fine salt within thirteen months, from 5.50 a ton to $25.80 per 
ton, is caused by a tariff of $1.60 per ton. Both these tariffs were 
the same five years ago as they are now. The recent unusual 
increase in the price of meat, as the increase in the price of salt, 

... 

.. 
is the work of a great and unholy combination and a conscience
less trust, and wholly for the benefit of a trust that defies law 
and despoils both the owner of live stock and the consumer of 
meat products. The remedy should be dh·ected to the cause of 
the evil. 

The Attorney-General has already instituted proceedings for 
this purpose. The Democratic party, according to a speech made 
by the gentleman from New Jersey to his constituents a short 
time ago, has discovered that" there is no power in the President 
and none in the Attorney-General to suppress monopoly." And 
so our Democratic friends, in their eagerness to take advantage 
of temporary conditions and make political capital out of an ex
cited and indignant public opinion, now propose to strike, not at 
the real culprit, but, as I expect to show, at one of its victims. 
They propose to let the guilty escape and punish the innocent for 
political purposes. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. TONGUE. Yes, if it is brief, as I have but little time. 
Mr. COCHRAN. When do you think the Attorney-General 

or the President first discovered that there was a beef trust; within 
the last thirty days? 

Mr. TONGUE. That question hadprobablybetter be directed 
to the Attorney-General. I am not the keeper of his official se
crets. I want to say--

Mr. COCHRAN. After the beef trust has been discovered and 
prosecuted, will the Attorney-General prosecute the steel trust 
the barb-wh·e trust, the wood-pulp trust, and other trusts that 
have been in existence, some for forty, some for twenty, and some 
for ten years? 

Mr. TONGUE. I am not undertaking to discuss all the trusts. 
Some of these were in existence as prominently when the gentle
man's own party was in power as they are now. If the attitude 
of the gentleman from New Jersey is correct, that "there is no 
power in the P1·esident and there is none in the Attorney-General 
to suppress monopoly," and that this. can be done only by an 
amended Federal Constitution, proceedings would be of little 
value. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Does the gentleman indorse the opinion of 
the gentleman from New Jersey? 

Mr. TONGUE. No; I do know, and from a recent conference 
with the Attorney-General I feel fully warranted in saying that if 
the gentleman from Missouri will come out of his hazy realm of 
common report and hearsay and will produce to the Attorney
General tangible, legal, and valid evidence showing the existence 
and operation of any trust doing business contrary to the laws of 
the United States, proceedings will be promptly instituted against 
them and vigorously prosecuted. But I am not going into the 
entire trust question. Just now I am after one trust-the meat 
trust-and I propose to say something to my friends on the other 
side of the House for the singular remedy they propose. It is a 
proposition not to injure, but to help, the trust; not to reduce its 
prices to consumers, but to enlarge the markets in which it is to 
purchase and destroy competition; not in its selling, but in its 
buying. While retaining protection upon every other product 
they propose to remove all duties, not only from fresh meats, not 
only from all meat-producing live stock, but from all " food stuffs 
in daily use," which includes every agricultm·al production 
within the United States. 

Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. TONGUE. I have not the time to yield. 
Mr. SULZER. Is the gentleman willing to vote to take the 

tariff on meat products off? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 
Mr. TONGUE. I certainly am not, and yet that would not 

lower"the price of meat. Does the gentleman suppose that tak
ing the tariff of 2 cents a pound on tenderloin beefsteak that sells 
for $1 a pound would red nee the price to the consumer? Does 
the gentleman from New York suppose that taking the tariff of 
5 cents a pound off dressed chickens, now selling in this city at 
40 cents a pound, would reduce the price to 12 cents, just as it 
was a yeaJ.' ago under the same tariff? · 

Mr. SULZER. Does not the gentleman think--
Mr. TONGUE. I have not time to discuss all these questions 

relating to the tariff in the limited time assigned to me. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. The gen

tleman from New York is aware that a gentleman can not be 
taken from the floor when he declines to yield. . 

Mr. TONGUE. Mr. Chairman,Iwanttoconsiderforamoment 
the remedy proposed by our Democratic friends, and its probable 
effect. 

The New York American and Journal, ambitious to be thl! 
leading Democratic newspaper of the country, in its issue of the 
24th ultimo devotes more than a page to this question. It is 
full of glaring headlines, sentences in capita~, all centering to 
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one purpose. "Off with th e tariff on beef1 veal, mutton, and 
pork.'' I will read a few extracts from that pape1·: 

Through the manipulations of monopolists the prices of m.ea,ts have re
cently been increased enormously. 

Thus a;n unusual d"emand for other articles of tood has been artificially 
created, n.nd: they, in turn, have greatly advanced in price. 

The chief articles of food controlled by the monopolists of the food trust 
are beef, veal, mutton. and pork. 

These meat monopolists are enabled in part to maintain theiT mastery of 
the· maTket by the tariff duties now levied upon foreign beef, veal, mutton, 
andJ>Ork. 

This partnership between the Government and the food trust must come 
to an end. 

Congress, if it so wills, can at once repeal the Dingley duties and let in 
free the beef, mutton, and pork of Canada and :&fexico. 

That w ould brin~ prices down on the run. 
, It would give relief to the plundered people and the suffering poor at once. 

The American and Journal proposes to the people of the United States 
that they pour in petitions to the House of Representatives in favor of the 

. passage of a free-meat bill. 
Off with the tc-.riff on beef, veal, mutton. and pork. 
Let that be the cry of every victim of the food trust. 
Every pillaged household should be a cam,Paign headquarters for the 

furtherP.nce of this movement against famine prices for the necessaries of life. 
Down with the food trust. 
Give Congress to understand that you me..'l.n business. 
Mr. McDERMOTT, a Democratic member of Congress from New 

.Jersey, on the 23d of last month introduced a bill to remove all 
the duty "upon meat of any kind and upon live or dressed poul.: 
try imported from foreign countries.'' 

On the 25th ultimo Mr. Srns, another Democratic member, in
troduced a similar bill for the repeal of all duties "upon beef, 
mutton, pork, and veal." 

The Detroit Free Pre~s, a leading Democratic paper, in a recent 
issue, urges the total repeal of the duties upon "cattle, sheep, and 
dre sed meats.'' 

It urges that in this way-
The markets of the United States would be thrown open to Canadian 

cattle a.nd sheep, as well as to the refrigerated beef of Argentine and 
Australia. 

It further alleges: 
Whether the hi~h prices are dne to the operation of the trust or to the 

scarcity of supply, It is the evident duty of Congress to remove the tariff, in 
the intere t of the consumer. 

It forgets that the recent increased r etail price is due to neither. 
The demand fur cheaper meats is immediate. 
A leading newspaper a few days ago contained the following in 

its Washington dispatches: 
A New York paper to-dn.y polled the Democratic side of the House to ascer

tain whether the members were willing to vote for the removal of duties on 
meats on account of the beef trust having forced prices so much higher. 
·Almost all gave affirmative answers. 

The Washington Post owned and controlled by an ex-Demo
cratic member of Congress and substantially a Democratic paper, 
under the name of Independent, in its issue of Friday, 1\fay 2, 
also adds its indorsement of this new Democratic issue. It makes 
the following statement: 

The duty is $3.75 a head on cattle worth not more than $14 a head, and 27t 
:per cent on cattle valued a.t a higher p~·ice. The repeal of this tax would let 
m cattle in hrge numbers from Mexico and Canada---cheap cattle for the 
farmer t ::> 1-astock t be ranges tl!at are said to be depleted; fat cattle for tl!e 
butcher from the latt er. 

Not only the cattl dnty but th3 tariff on all carnivorous foods, including 
pork, v~l, mutton, poultry, and the~ cent. a po.lmd on dressed bee~, ~ho~d 
come ofi. * '~ * In an emer..,.ency like this, It lS folly to talk of waitm"' t1ll 
Congre can make a thorougll revision of the tariff before the cn.ttle auty 
and other immediate taxes are touched. This is an occasion that delll2.nds 
di.J!Ipatch. 

But the same paper in its editorial columns of yesterday morn
ing asserts: 

It is everlastingly true that the country does not want and will not have 
an entire abolition of protection, 

The same paper in an editorial this morning, discussing this 
subject, contains the following: 

Meanwhile the one sure and immediate remedy is left untried. · Repub
lican candidates for Congress will be compelled to defend the tariff taxes on 
beef cattle and on dre sed meats. * * * 

And the beef trust is but one of their many affiictions. They know that 
the coUDtryis not a bit in love with the Democratic party, but they remem
ber that their party has more than once been subjected by its own members 
to the wholesome discipline of defeat. 

This is a plain issue. We are given notice " that the country 
does not want and will not have an entire abolition of protection'' 
of the productions of the :4tctory, but Democracy asserts that 
the country does want and will have an entire abolition of pro
tection to the productions of the farm and mnge. Republican 
candidates for Congress are given notice of this issue and are 
threatened with defeat if they attempt ''to defend the tariff taxes 
on beef cattle and on dressed meats." 

A meetin-g held in Jersey City on the 28th ultimo, dominated 
by Democrats and addressed by Democrats, passed resolutions, 
alleging among other things: · 

That food at our very borders ,Prohibited an entry until a tariff rate is 
paid, is not protection but oppreSSion. 

The essential and most expeditious remedy to bring to an end this condi
tion is the immediate repeal of the tariff on all meats and food stuffs in daily 
use. 

The executive. committee of the national and State· associations 
of Democratic clubs, and the State League of Democratic Clubs 
at a recent conference adopted the following resolutions: 

Whereas President Roosevelt has set the Department of Justice in motion 
on the protest of the people against the meat monopolists; and 

Whereas the food trust is being attacked by the Attorney-General of the 
United States; and 

Whereas it is desired to rescue the people from the clutches of the trust; 
and 

Whereas Congress, if it so wills, can place the food products controlled by 
the trust upon the free list in a very short time; and 

Whereas it seems necessary that Congress should be stirred to activity in 
tpis directien: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the P resident of these United States should send a special 
m essage to Congress now in session, urging repeal of the duties on the prod
ucts controlled by the trust, or such legislation as may bring relief to the 
people generally. 

In another issue a leading Democratic paper a few days ago 
had the following: 

But the duties on foreign meats can be removed immediately. 
Why should this relief to the veople be delayed a single day? 
President Roosevelt has it in hiS power to dnve to the rear the Republican 

len.ders who are helping the food trust to empty the workingman's dinner 
pail and to make meager the fare of the workingman's fa.mily. 

Rcpoa.l of the meat duties would give results n.t once. Send in a special 
m essage, Mr. Roosevelt. Hit the food trust through the tariff . 

How refreshing this belated Democratic interest in the "work
ingman's dinner pail." 

Now, Mr. Chairman, conceding that most of the recent in
crease in the price of meat to the consumer is indefensible, that 
it is· an evil that ought to be r emedied, let us examine for a 
moment the proposed remedy. 

First. The proposal to remove the duties upon dressed meats. 
Let it be understood that neither the tariff upon dressed meats 
nor live stock has been increased during the last five years. The 
tariff is precisely the same now as before the recent increase. 
The rates of tariff upon dressed meat are as follows: 

Cents. 
Fresh beef, veal, mutton, and pork - -------- - ------------ --------Per pound __ 2 

~g~~j; ~:e~d·=====:= ============ =~~~====== =:== =====~=====~====~~======~g==== g 
Are these tariff duties the cause of the recent rise in meat? 

Why have these prices gone up so enormously while the tariff 
has remained stationary? How much cheaper would tenderloin 
steak that sells in Eastern cities for $1 per pound be if the tariff 
of 2 cents per pound were removed? Ordinary beefsteaks sell for 
30 cents per pound retail. How much would these be cheapened 
by remo-ving a tariff duty of 2 cents per pound? 

The retail price of dressed poultry within a short time has in
creased from 12 cents to 40 cents per pound. How much cheaper 
would that be if the tariff duty of 5 cents per pound were removed. 

Who are making these enormous profits? What is the cause of 
this enmmous incTease in prices? Who are receiving them? Cer
tainly not the men who grow, raise, and feed live stock. The 
highest market p1ice for dressed beef, mutton, and pork in the 
cities of the West during the present year has not exceeded 9 
cents per pound. The ine1·ease in the last sixty days in the price 
of fresh meats paid to the producers has not exceeded 2 cents per 
pound. On the other hand, during the last few days, the decrease 
in the nse of meats through the increased price has destroyed 
the sale for cattle. A leading Democratic paper , on the 2d of this 
month, contained the following dispatch: 
REFUSAL TO EAT ME.AT CA USJJ:S 500,000 LOS8-STOCK RAISERS AND INDUSTRIES 

IDENTIFIED WITH THE CATTLE TR.A.DE FEEL THE COUNTRY'S RESENTMENT 
.AGAINST THE TRUST. 

CHIC.A.GO, May 1, 1902. 
Depreciation in the price of cattle and reduction in consumption during 

the last three days are said on the most trustworthy authority to have re
sulted in a loss of $200,000 to the live-stock raisers adjacent to Chicago. Taking 
in the other industries closely identified with the cattle trade, the loss is said 
to run over $500,000. 
• In Rockford, ill., where the conditioll.S are said to be a sample of those in 
other cities in northern illinois, the demand for meat has fallen off 37i per 
cent. The packers' men, asked about the reductions, refuse to impart anh 
~~~~~t~o:!:cc~~~ ~1~:. have not been able to secure figures on whic 

One of the largest packers in the business, and admittedly one of the best
posted cattlemen in the United States, said: 

"Business to-day is th~ worst I ever saw; it is simply paralyzed. In fact, 
there is no business at all for the packing houses. If this agitation and fn.ll
ing off in consumption continue, I don't know whatw:ill happen. Certain it 
is that if the agitation continues the worst is yet to come." 

When returns be~ to come in from the far West the §reat reduction in 
~~!~~'th'!t~Im~~~~equent depreciation in cattle va ues, it is a!':serted, 

Commission men at the stock yards to-day blocked the further fall in cat
tle prices by telegraphing to shippers to hold their cattle until the market 
strengthened. The receipts to-day were only 6,000 head to the 18,000 head of 
yesterday. The packers continued their policy of yesterday, buying only 
the animals necessary to fill immediate orders. , 

"The yards have not been so lifeless since the panic of 1893i" was the com
ment of the commission men to-day. The cattle that were so d brough~es
~~idfJ'~!Ef11~~~entsahundredweightlowerthan those-of Tuesday. ogs 

Another Chicago dispatch of April30 states that because of 
the falling off in the demand for dressed meats " Chicago pack
ers have discharged hundreds of men." "In nearly all the big 
plants large numbers of men are being laid off." 
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The condition of the meat trade of Boston on May 2 and 3 is 
shown by the following : 

DECREASED CONSUMPTIO OF BEEF. 

Twelve cars of dressed beef were received at Boston on Friday and Satur: 
day of last week. The receipts for the two corresponding days a year ago 
w er e S7 cars. It is evident that Bostonians and the people- in the vicinity of 
their city are not pat:I·onizing the beef trust so extensively as they have been 
in thehabitof doing. 

What is true of Boston is true als.o of nearly the entire country. An ad
vance in the price of any commodity so notable as the advance in the price 
of beef has been necessarily brings with it a decrease in consumption. 

Yet with this demoralization of the cattle market the following 
appeared. in the New York Tribune of Sunday, May 4, 1.mder the 
heading-
HIGHER PRICED RESTAURANTS MAKE 20 CEJ:\'TS MORE THAN U SUAL ON 

STEAKS. 

A pound of tenderloin beefsteak cooked and served in a restaurant that 
has r aised prices is sold t o the consumer at an increase of about 25 cents in 
the price. This m eans that the purveyor makes 20 cents more on every 
pound of steak than he did before the trust raised prices. 

On the same day the New York American and Journal con
tained the following: 

NO RELIEF IN SIGHT FOR CONSUMERS IN GREATER NEW YORK. 

From the legal standpoint, the local war against the food trust was at a 
standstill yesterday. 

From the consumers' standpoint the situation was about as bad as ever, re
tail prices of meats remaining at about the same figures as during the week. 

Fresh pork is the only meat staple that sees an approach to reasoDP.bl"' 
prices. Ham and bacon and other pork products remain at abnormally high 
prices, while beef and lamb of all varieties are still beyond the reach of lean 
pocketbooks. ' 

Eight dealers said yesterday that women who conduct dining rooms and 
boarding houses frequently leave the shops in tears after learning that the 
high prices r emn.in firm. The present prices threaten the boarding-house 
k eepers with ruin. 

5,000 MEN PROPOSE TO BUY NO TRUST MEATS FOR THIRTY DAYS. 

AMSTERDA f, N.Y. , May 3,1903. 
The Amsterdam Central Labor Union, composed of 25 :mbordinate unions, 

with a total membership of ii,OOO, has adopted a resolution to abstain from 
the US9 of meat handled by the meat trust fm.· the next thirty days. 

The Washington P ost of Sunday contains the following: 
MEAT GOES UP AGAIN-ANOTHER INCREASE IN PRICE OF BEEF MADE BY 

THE PACKER. 

Yesterda.y saw another advance in the prica of beef in the local market, 
and with the increase came a corresponding advance in the price of substi
tute commodities. The figures, which had already been unprecedentedly high 
for m e..'"l.t, were sent up farther by the wholesale people, who were followed, 

. thouga not to an equal degree, by the r etail dealers about the city. These lat
ter were notified yesterday that meat would cost S1 more a hundred, while with 
this ca.me from other sources information, dh·ect and indirect, of a prospective 
incr ease in the price of p :mltry in the coming week of about a cent a pound. 

Retail dealers are inclined to take a very gloomy view of the situation. As 
a rule, they find very little comfort in the h~~h prices prevailing. There is 
little1 if an~,.more mon.ey in i t fo~ t~m, while a larger outlay is necessary, 
and, m a dditiOn, there 13 the :public discontent to meet. 

Regarding the present additional advance, as in the case of the preceding 
raises, the representatives of the pa{}king interests are disinclined to speak. 
Those who will talk, howe>er, volunteer no hope for a lowering of prices in 
the near future. · · 

It :l::J evident the farmer and stockman, the producer of meats, 
is not gettii1g the benefit of this increase in price. The small 
additional amount paid to him does not inore than cover the cost 
of feeding , growing out of t he scarcity of corn and higher-priced 
feed. On the contrary, he has been made the victim of decreased 
consumption. While there has certainly been a great increase in 
the price of fresh meats to the consumer, the highest price paid 
for fresh dressed beef to the farmer and stockman in the city of 
Portland, Oreg., during the year has been 8t cents per pound, 1 
cent higher than at a corresponding period one year ago. 

The recent Summary of Commerce and Finance, published by 
the Treasury Department, gives" the top prices per 100 pounds 
for catt le on the hoof for each week" at the Chicago stock yards 
since J anuary 2, 1 97. I select the prices at the· end of the fiTst 
week in April a~d May of each year: 

Year. Native Texas C 
steers. steers. ows. 

--------------------------------~------- 1---------- -----
1897. 

tfa~\ ~== = = ~ ~ = = == ~~= =- ~=== ==== === = =~== == ==== == ==== ~ ~ = ===~~ 
1898. 

tfa~\~= == == = ==== ~ = ===== == ==~= = == === = ===== = = = === = = === = == = = 
18W. 

tfa;il6~= === = === ===== = ==== = = == = ==== == = === == = == -- == == = === = == = 
1000. 

April 7 __ ----- ____ -------- ____ _____ __ __ ------------ _ ------
May 5 ____ ---------- ______ ----- ------ ----- ---- --- --- -- ----

1901. 

~~~~= = ==== = == ======== ======== ==== == = = = = ==== == = = == == = = == 
1902. 

!~~J ~= ===== ==== ====== = ===== = ================--==== = ===== Aprill9_ ----- _ ----- _______ ----- ________ _____ ____ _____ __ _ 
April2S ______ . _ ------ _ -------- ------- _______ -- --- _______ _ 

$5.40 
5.40 

5.50 
5.25 

5.80 
5.50 

5.80 
5.75 

6.25 
6.10 

7.50 
7. 40 
7.50 
7.50 

$4.45 
4.50 

4. 55 
4.40 

4.85 
4.£0 

5.00 
5.10 

5.30 
5.25 

6. 10 
6.10 
6.00 
6.50 

$4.30 
4.40 

4.10 
4.15 

4.35 
4.80 

4.85 
4.80 

4. 75 
4.85 

6.00 
6.00 
6. 30 
6.50 

This is the end of the official record, but the quotations from 
responsible newspapers for April30 of this year, from the Chicago 
market, are as follows: 

.1\Iarket ~ow and 15 to 25 cents lower; good to prime steers, $7.75 to $7.80; 
fan· to medmm, $4.50 to $6.4.0; stockers and feeders, $2.50 to ~; cows, $1.40 to $6· 
canners, $1.25 to $2.30; calves, $.~ to $5.35; Texas steers, $5.25 to $6.25. ' 

Prices the 10th instant are practically the same. 
The increase in the prices paid to the stockmen in Chicago in 

April and May, 1902, is from 80 cents to $1.25 per 100 pounds, or 
practically an average of 1 cent per pound. 

Who is getting the remainder of the increased cost to the con
sumer from 12 to 25 cents per pound? Who are r esponsible for 
this unusual increase in the retail price? There can be but one 
answer. There is but one answer. It is the wealthy corpor::ttions 
who own the great slaughtering establishment-s who own the 
great packing houses, refrigerating plants, refrigerating cars, and 
w:b.o, according to the New York American and Journal, " enjoy 
diEcriminating tran~portation rates, " and who control absolutely 
the slaughter. sale, and distribution of all classes of fresh meats, 
who in 1901 bought, slaughtered, and sold 15,000,000 head of cattle, 
sheep, and hogs. 

They name and control alike the prices charged to the consumer 
and the prices paid to the produeer, the farmer and stockman. 
They are the enemies of both, and plunder both with perfect im
partiality. The owner of cattle can find no market but such 
as they offer. There is scarcely a retail butcher in the land who 
would not be ruined should he dare to purchase a dressed beef 
from the farmer who r aised and slaughtered it . These are the 
men who have organized and compose the so-called" food trust," 
who. while r obbing the consumer, distressing the poor, and starv
ing the hungry, are stopping the consumption of meats, destroy
ing the market for cattle and sending distress to the homes of 
the men who depend upon the sale of their cattle and live stock 
for daily bread. They depress prices paid to the owner of live 
stock and increase the price of meats to the consumer. 

A Republican Administration proposes to strike this trust 
through the courts 'under existing laws,. which they are openly 
defying and contemptuously violating. Its action is sending 
consternation into the ranks of the conspirators. But our Demo
cratic friends, on the contrary, propose to strike not the cul
prits, but the victims; not to cripple the h·ust, but to help it; 
not to relieve its victims, but to bind at least one class still firmer 
in its clutches. What cares the trust for free meat or free cattle? 
It produces neither. It buys both, slaughters, dresses, prese1·ves 
meats, and puts them upon the block of the retailer. It wants 
to buy where it can buy cheapest. It wants a wide market in 
which to purchase its supplies. It would welcome the removal 
of duties both on cattle and dressed meat as much as Have
meyer would weleome the removal of the duties upon unrefined 
w~ . 

Both trusts want "free raw materia.!." Controlling, as the 
meat trust does, every great slaughtering establishment, every 
great packing house, refrigerating plant, and refrigerating cars, 
and " discriminating transportation rates," and practically the 
freedom ·of every retail butcher in the land, does anyone suppose 
for one moment that the removal of the duties upon dressed meats 
would ena)Jle any foreign butcher to invade the dominion of the 
trust, interfere with its trade, diminish its sales, or supply the 
r etailer? On the contrary, the removal of these duties upon dJ.·essed · 
m eats and upon cattle would tend to render the trust more inde
pendent of the home producer of live stock. Does anyone seriously 
expect to cripple the trust by extending and che~pening the mar
ket in which it buys its supplies? 

Under these conditions, what relief would the removal of tariff 
upon fresh meats give to the consumer? We do not import; we 
h ave not for years imported fresh meats in any considerable quan
tities. The importations of that, as past experience shows, has 
not been affected by the tariff. Prior to 1890 there was no tariff 
on mutton or veal. The tariff on beef and pork was 1 cent per 
pound. Under the tariff law of October 1, 1890, there was no 
tariff on veal, while the tariff on beef, mutton, and pork was 2 
cents per potmd. 

Under the Wilson bill there was no tariff on veal, while the 
tarHf on beef, mutton·, and pork was 20 per cent ad valorem. 
Under the present law the tariff on beef, veal, mutton, and pork 
is 2 cents per pound. This variation of the tariff has h~d prac
tically no influence whatever upon the importation of fresh meats. 
The importation of meats and meat extracts under these several 
tariffs have been as follows: 
In 1S!l0 _ ----- _ --- -- _________________________ ------------- _ ----------- _ ----- $407,038 
In 1891, with a m.g,rked increase of tariff ------------------------- ___ ___ 521,11'& 
In t~,af:te~· a.lowe1;·ing of.~e tariff ____ __ --- ----·----------------______ 47~ 336 
In , Wit the tariff agam1ncrea.sed ______ --------------------------- 401,003 

In this last year less than $60,000 was paid for fresh beef, 
mutton, pork, veal, and poultry.. The r emainder was paid for 
various ''extracts'' and'' preserved meats.'' This shows how 
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absolutely the great padring h ouses yontrol the sale and distribu-
tion of dressed meats. · 

The United States exports enormous quantities of dressed meats. 
It imports practically none. Remove all of the duties from all 
forms of dressed meats, and there would be no increase in im
portation. The proposal to remove the evil growing out of the 
recent high prices by removing this tariff seems so entirely inad
equate that it is hard to conceive that those who propose it believe 
that it will have any beneficial result whatever. 

A Republican Attorney-General, under the directions and with 
the advice of a Republican President, proposes a different and, as 
I believe, a much more efficacious proceeding. The President and 
Attorney-General believe it is not the farmer and thestockraiser, 
but the great trusts and combinations owning and controlling the 
slaughtering establishments and refrigerating plants, and control
ling the laughtering, preservation, and distribution of meats, that 
by an unholy combination and agreement have forced up prices 
unjustifiably and in defiance of public opinion, good conscience, 
and the laws of the United States. They are instituting proceed
ings under the antitrust laws to dissolve these combinations in 
Testraint of trade. This is the practical remedy, and the only prac
tical r emedy. 

It is strange how suddenly our Democratic friends have become 
imbued with the idea that neither Congres nor the Administra
tion can do anything to repress trusts. The gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. McDERMOTT], on that side of the House, in a 
speech made a few days ago in Jersey City, as rep~rted by the 
New York Herald, is said to have made the following statement: 

There is no power in the President and there is none in the Attorney-Gen
eral to SUJ?pr ess monopoly. At best, the States which create these institu
tions can unpose fines for a violation of charters, and what is a fine to a band 

• of conspirators who, without hea1·t or conscience, are in the business of 
wringing, with greedy hands, millions of the public? 

Men and newspapers may suggest remedies, but there will never be any 
remedy until the National Goverpment has the ~>ole v.ower to grant life to 
corporations which do an interstate btlfiiness and until it has p ower to take 
away that life for good cs..use. 

For the purpose of accomplishing this end, I have introduced an amend
to the Federal Constitution, which, in my judgment and the judgment of 
others who have examined it, is the way to r emedy the great evil about 
which the whole country is now crying. 

Take down that tariff wall and let in the mutton of Canada and the beef 
of Mexico and I believe you will accomplish at least something, though,_per
·haps, the only substantial and permanent remedy is Federal control of Fed
eral corporations. 
· . A year ago, on this side of the House, we proposed to amend 
the F ederal Constitution so as to give Congress the power to 
1·egu.J.ate trusts. The amendment failed to secure the necessary 
two-thirds vote because of a solid Democratic opposition. Now, 
when the Republican Administration proposes to appeal to the 
-laws upon the statute books, passed by a Republican Congress and 
signed by a Republican President, . to repress the most iniquitous 
trust that ever existed and to grant a suffering people immediate 
relief the Democracy suddenly discovers that the Federal Govern
ment is powerless to control trusts, and that "there is no power 
in the Pre ident and there is none in the Attorney-General to 
suppress monopoly," and suddenly discovers the necessity of 
amending the Federal Constitution! 

The trusts that are made defendants do not share the confidence 
of the gentleman from New Jersey. We are told by the leading 
newspapers that the action of the Government ''has caused alarm 
among the packers.'' 

Mr. Chairman, the proposition to remove the tariff on fresh 
meat alone would alarm no one, but the Democracy does not pro
pose to stop there. It seeks to take advantage of the distress 
caused by those increased prices to urge other remedies that would 
be disastrous. that would be far-reaching, and would fall with 
crushing weight upon the farmers and stock raisers of the United 
States, and particularly in the great West. 

They do not propose to stop by the removal of the duties upon 
meats. They are advocating the removal of the duties upon all 
"food stuffs in daily use," and particularly upon cattle and sheep. 
Let it be understood that whatever the condition of the tariff, we 
do not import well-fed animals ready for the block. No other 
nation competes with the farmers of the great Middle West in 
the ability to take unfed cattle and fatten and prepare them for 
market. 

From the Pacific coast young stock-sheep as well as cattle
drift eastward, are grazed upon the ranges of Montana, Wyoming, 
Idaho, and other mountain States, and drift still farther eastward 
to be fed upon the corn of Kansas, Nebraska, Iowa, and illinois, 
and there prepared for market. To remove the duty on cattle and 
sheep would be to fill the feeding pens and cornfields of the Mid
dle W est with unfed animals from other countries now as in 1895 
and 1896. The stockman and farmer of the Pacific coast, from 

. the Western States, could not compete with the stockman of 
Mexico, with the advantage of milder climate, cheaper land and 
labor, in supplying stockers and feeders. The removal of this 
duty would strike with unusual severity upon the great live-stock 
indnstry on the Pacific coast and of the entire West. . 

But a removal of the duties upon meats and live stock is not all 
that '" united Democracy" contemplates. Mark the words, "food 
stuffs in daily use." It is but a short time ago we listened to a 
distinguished member of the other side of t he House, then the 
floor leader of Democracy, in discussi..Jig tariff pr oblems, use this 
language: · 

A tax upon consumption must always be unjust. 
The necessaries of life ought to bear no burden at all, or at. least they 

ought to bear as little as is consistent with the necessities of the Govern
ment. 

Placing the necessaries of life on the free list is not, as some seem to sup
pose, an appeal to the selfishness of the maSEe3, but it is an effort to apJ?l"Oxi
mate justiCe under. an unjust system. I am so fully persuaded that it 1s our 
dutx whenever possible to remove all taxes from the necessaries of life that 
I w1ll never consent to place upon the free list any article which is bought 
purely for the sake of making profit out of it until we have first taken all 
taxes off of those articles which the poor are compelled to buy in order to be 
comfortable and decent. 

In the vocabulary of this orator, the taxes referred to were du
ties upon imports. " The necessaries of life," " those articles 
which the poor are compelled to buy in order to be comfortable 
and decent" include every product of the farm, the range, t he 
orchard, the garden, the field, the forest, and the flock. They 
involve every industry of the State which I have the honor in 
part to represent, and of the entire Northwest. To remove the 
tariff duties from all of these is to r emove the tariff duties upon 
every agricultural product of the State of Oregon, upon the prod
ucts of its forests, of its flocks and herds, its gardens and orchards, 
and the coal from its mines. · 

The duties from these are to be wholly removed before there 
is to be any reduction upon" any article which is bought purely 
for the sake of making profit." But articles bought for the p'tl.r
pose of making profit include everything to be purchased by the 
American farmer. Upon these the duty is not only being main
tained, but it will necessarily be increased to supply the taxes r e
moved from agricultural products. Taxes must be levied. 
Revenues must be collected. Governments must be maintained. 
There are no resources from which this money can be xaised ·ex
cept by methods of taxatiqn. It is conceded on all sides that the 
simplest, the most expeditious, and the least burdensome method 
of collPcting taxes is by imposing and collecting duties upon 
imports. 

'.ihe De:;n.ocratr;; of Oregon have juEt declared in favox of a 
·'tariff for revenue only." When these duties are levied upon 
foreign goods competing with our own it affords incidental pro
tection to the American products. Under the policy now pro
posed all of this incidental protection and the increased price is 
to be retained, or rather increased, upon the goods which farm
ers buy, and the whole of it to be removed from the goods which 
farmers produce and sell. 

11Ir. Chairman, this is not only a return to the policy of the 
Wilson bill, which brought such widespread ruin, but goes fur
ther than that. In the Wilson bill some measure of tariff duties 
was levied upon live stock and agricultural products and some 
m easure of protection accorded to the home products. Now even
this is to be swept away. Why is all this? Is this the first fruit 
of reunited Democracy? Is this the first and greatest effort to be 
made by the Democratic party, to abandon its friends in the West, 
in order to seek new alliances in the E ast? Is this the policy con
templated by the Democratic legislature of Mississippi under the 
lead of McAlister? Is this what a recent Democratic journal of 
that State means by the use of the following language-

That will be one step toward a reconciliation with our former ~ood and 
potent friends of the East, whom we treated so shabbily in two natmnal con
ventions. W e must go to them, exclaiming, like the prodigal son," We have 
sinned against heaven and against you, and are no longer worthy to be called 
your brethren." Yet will they receive us with open arms, notwithstanding 
that they are "bloated bondholders" and we but "bonded bloatholders," a 
state of affairs due mainly to the closely nipped gra...c:sin the Populist pasture, 
where we have been grazing for so many years. 

Does the prodigal propose to celebrate his 1·eturn to his former · 
"potent" friends-his" bloated bondholder's" friends-by sacri
ficing and destroying the industries of that class of people, for 
which during the past few years he has professed such devoted 
and undying friendship? 

And yet these entire duties, not only upon fresh meats, not only 
upon all classes of live stock, but upon all" foodstuffs in daily 
use," must be at once removed. It must be done now. "An 
emergency" exists. We can wait to remove the duties from 
products of trusts, but not from products of farm and range
·' This is an occasion that demands dispatch." They demand 
"results at once." '• Why should this relief to the people be de
layed a single day?'' 

In other words, that while the entire country is prosperous, 
while increased prices prevail everywhere, when every wheel is 
turning, when every factory is running at its full capacity, when 
every laboring man is employed at increased wages, at a time 
when there is not a producer of any product within the United 
States that does not have a full and r eady market at increased 
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prices, the whole power of the Government must be invoked to 
strike down the prices of the products of the farm, the field, the 
orchard, and the range. This is the real meaning of the Demo
cratic cry of '' cheaper foods for the masses.'' 

A few days ago the oleomargadne bill, as amended in the Senate, 
came before the House. In order to take it up it was necessary 
to adopt a special rule. On a Iising vote 101 members voted for it 
and 76 voted against it. I did not observe a member on the Dem
ocratic side arise to his feet to vote for the rule or a Republican 
on this side who voted against it. On a roll call there were 153 
voted for it and 79 against it. On roll call a few Democrats from 
dairy districts voted " aye" and a very few Republicans from 
cattle districts voted "no." It was practically a solid Repub
lican vote for and .a solid Democratic vote against. The chief 
burden of the Democratic song in opposition to this bill was that 
it made the price of butter too high. 

Mr. CoWHERD, who, from his name, should have been on the 
other side, leads the Democratic hosts. He complains: 

The price of butter has been put up by this legislation which you are now 
enacting against the table of the poor people of th~ United States. When 
food products were never so high, when butter was never at such a high 
price, and when butter makers were never so prosperous, there is not only no 
need of this legislation, but it is a little short of, I had almost said, infamous. 

This bill, it will be remembered, was simply to prevent the 
makers of oleomargarine from fraudulently selling it as butter to 
those who wanted only butter and who would not knowingly buy 
oleomargarine. But this fraud must not be suppressed for fear 
that thereby there should be an increase in the price of creamery 
butter to the farmer and dairyman. 

Mr. Chairman, what have the farmers done to deserve this at
tack? While cheerfully paying an increased price for every pur
chase he makes, why should the farmer not have his share in 
existing prosperity? Why should there not be some increase of 
price in the products he has to sell as well as in those he has to 
buy? Let us see the probable effect of the blow, and where and 
upon whom it would fall. 

We are not left without some experience in legislation in line 
with that now proposed. Prior to the passage of the McKinley 
bill we were importing into the United States annually from 
50,000 to 60,000 head of cattle. Under the provisions of that law 
the tariff upon such importations was materially decreased while 
it was in effect. The importation of cattle decreased from 64,371 
in 1888 to 1,280 during the year ending June 30, 1894:. But while 
the importation decreased in such a marked degree exports in
Cl'eased from 14:0,208 head in 1888 to 384.607 head in 1892. Under 
the last three years of the McKinley bill we imported 7,058 head 
of cattle and exported 1,040,970 head. In other words, under the 
last three years of the McKinley bill we exported 1,033,924 head 
of cattle more than we imported. This was not the only effect of 
the encouragement to the cattle industry by the protection 
afforded by that bill. 

Under the lowe1· duties of the Wilson bill, dm'ing the last 
three years of its operation, we imported 696,584 head of cattle 
and exported 1,096,373 head. The decrease in exports of cattle, 
meat, and dairy products was, in value, $10,4:81,741 less in 1895 
than in 1892. 

Under three years of the McKinley bill we exported 1,033,924: 
head of cattle more than we imported. 

Under the three years of the Wilson bill we exported 396,790 
head of cattle more than we imported. 

Under the Administration of President Harrison and the opera
tion of the McKinley bill cattle increased in the United States in 
number 2, 764,528. 

Under the Administration of President Cleveland and the oper
ation of the Wilson bill cattle in the United States decreased in 
number 6,617,555. The effect upon the sheep industry·was prac
tically the same. Under protection ,- imports of live stock de
crease, exports increase, and om· flocks and herds increase in 
numbers. 

Under the Administration of President Harrison and the Mc
Kinley tariff sheep in the United States increased in numbers 
4,674,474 and in value $34,268,895. 

Under the Administration of President Cleveland and the 
operation of the Wilson bill sheep decreased in number 10,4:54,-
910 and in value $60,741,529. Remove protection to live stock, 
and imports increase, exports decrease, and flocks and herds 
diminish. 

It is needless to dwell upon the depression of the live-stock in
dustry during the last Democratic Administration. Under the 
protection afforded by the Dingley law it has rapidly revived. 
While the importations have largely decreased, the exports have 
largely increased. Instead of importing 328,773 head of cattle
the amount imported under the last year of the Wilson bill-our 
importations last year had fallen to 14:4,773. Our exports of cat
tle had increased from 372,461 head in 1896 to 459,218 head in 
1901, and at a value of $37,566,980. 

I 

During the last three years our excess of exports of cattle over 
imports have been 722,132 head, while our exports of meat and 
dairy products have increased from $1a3,377,54.9 in 1896 to $196 -
959,637 in 1901, and live stock from $41,840,969 to $52,058,8 16. ' 

Under the operations of the Wilson bill there was a steady in
crease in the value of our imports of live stock, a steady decrease 
in the amount of our exports of live stock, meat, and dairy 
products. 

Under the present law there has been a marked and steady de
crease in the importations of live stock, a still more marked and 
steady increase in the value of the exports of live stock, meat, and 
dairy products. 

I have pointed out with some particularity the effect of the 
sevel:'al ta~ laws upon the domestic live-stock industry. This 
but illustrates the general effects upon the entire agricultm·al 
interests of the United States. 

It is well known that the principal tariff reductions made in 
the Wilson bill were upon the importation of live stock and agri
cultural products. The greatest difference of duties between 
that law and the present is upon this class of imports. The effect 
of the two laws can be seen in the imports and exports of these 
productions. I give the imports and exports of agricultural prod
ucts for the last six years ending with June 30, 1901, including the 
last two years of the life of the Wilson law, and the full four 
years under the Dingley law, and which are as follows : 

Year. AgriculturaliAgricultural 
rmports. exports. 

1896 _________ __ ____ ---·-- ------------------------------ $391,029,407 
1897--------------------------------------------------- 400,871,468 
1898. --------------- ----------- --- --------------- -- --· - 314,291,796 
1899.-------------------------------------------------- 355,514,881 
1900.-------- --- --------------------- --------- --------- 420,139,288 
1901.--------------------------------------------- ----- 391,931,001 

$.5U, 398, 264 
689, 755, 193 
859,018,946 
792,811,733 
8H, 616,530 
~1,628,331 

During the last fom· years the American market for food prod
ucts has been the best and largest in the world. The increase of 
the home consumption over the previous years is beyond compu
tation. Through the proper guarding of this market by the pro
tection accorded under the Dingley law the importations of agri
cultural products decreased upon an average of $22,000,000 a year. 
The exports of agricultural products during the four years ending 
June 30, 1901, reached an annual average of· 827,568,147, against 
an annual average of agricultural exports for the previous four 
years of $638,74:8,318. 

The inc1·ease in the price of agricultural products and the pros
perity of the American farmer has not been the result of unholy 
combinations, grinding monopolists, orbillion-dollartrusts. The 
prices of farm products have been sold in our open markets in 
healthful American competition. The owners of 5,739,657 farms 
have been competitors in the sale of their products, each stand
ing upon its merits, and each offering his products for what it 
would fairly bring. With present protection the farmer is sub
ject to more competition than the men engaged in any other busi
ness in the United States. 

The total imports of all classes of goods into the United States 
during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, amounted to 23,-
172,165. Of this sum, $391,931,051, almost one-half the total, con
sisted of agricultural products. Under the Wilson law more than 
one-half our total imports were agricultural products. Does this 
indicate too much protection for the farmer? The total exports 
of the United States during the same year, all classes, amounted 
to $1,464,4:62,806. Of this sum, the agricultural exports amounted 
to $951,628,331, or more than two-thll·ds of the entire exports, sold 
in open competition with all the world. Do the men who add this 
much to the nation's wealth deserve this severe atta-ck? Are they 
not entitled to fair protection in the home market? 

Suddenly, within the past few days, the Democratic party, here
tofore so loud in its professions of friendship for the farmer, has 
become jealous of his moderate prosperity. It begins an organ
.ized and systematic attaok on food products constituting the dis
tinctive productions of the farmer. They are too high. The 
price received is too great. They must be put upon the free list, 
not next year, not under general tariff revision, but now. It is 
"an emergency." Immediate relief is demanded. The remedy 
must be '' expeditious.'' It must be '' immediate." There must 
be "results at once." Delay must not be "a single day." 

There is not time to wait for other ta1iff revision. •' This is an 
occasion that demands dispatch.'' The tariff upon goods manu
factured by wealthy trusts, the tariff upon machinery, upon 
clothing, upon every product that the farmer buys, must remain 
the same., but the ta1iff upon the goods which the farmer sells 
must be stricken off. The trusts are to have peace from Demo
cratic attack. '' There is no power in the President and there is 
none in the Attorney-General to suppress monopoly." And so 

. 
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the poweP of Congress to "suppTess the p1ice of farm products 
must be invoked. '' 

It is the old issue, but modified. The old cry-protected man
ufactured goods, free raw materials, with an exception. Free 
coal is in doubt until the manufacturer has been heard from, 
but free iron ore is abandoned. The entire attack of tariff re
form is centered upon the cry for" free food products," and the 
miner and manufacturer must be tempted to join in the attempt 
to despoil the food producer and bring about '' the immediate re
peal of the tariff on all meats and food stuffs in daily use." 

Mr. Chairman, I recall listening to a very able and very eloquent 
speech delivered in this House upon the passage of the Dingley 
act by the gentleman from Texas, then the minority leader, and 
now a Senator of the United States. That very eloquent gentle
man denounced as undemocratic the position previously assumed 
by his party in favor of the admission of free raw materials. He 
insisted that it was a new doctl'ine imported into the party by 
the friends of ex-President Cleveland. He used the following 
language: 

Up to the time that ":Mr. Cleveland was first inaugurated President in 1885, 
nobody ever dreamed that the Democratic party would advocate a proposi
tion to exempt the manufacturers of this country from their fair share of 
taxation. 

Again, it requires no special wisdom to discern that it was the same influ
ences which came so near pledging our party to the maintenance of the sin
gle gold standard that committed it to the doctrine of free raw inaterials 
and taxed finished products. It was that strange infatuation which was will
ing to sacrifice Democratic principles in the party to secure mugwump 
votes. * * * 

They were so eager to make New England Democratic that they forgot 
our immutable opposition to special favors, and they offered the manufac
turers of the East the valuable privilege of buying their materials at free
trade prices and selling their finished products at protection prices. That 
was a temptation which the rock-ribbed Republicanism of New England 
could not withstand, and when I first entered Congress, six. years ago, the 
entire delegations from both Rhode Island and New Hampshire were Demo
cratic, three out of the four members from Connecticut were Democratic, 
and there were five Democrats from Massachusetts. * * * 

Whatever strength this advocacy of free raw materials may have brought 
to the Democratic party in the past, it can bring none now, and will not 

~~~g~~di~~:J~~:J~o ~~:rt~:r:6~~~~a~Pc t~~n~~ it~'!1~~d~l !;~~a~ 
materials, as long as the Democratic party holds to the free coinage of si..lver; 
while on the other hand, there were thousands of brave and honest men 
throughout the Western States1 who, agreeing with us upon the great financial 
question, will embrace our tariff doctrine when we have thoroughly r epudi
ated this Cleveland heresy. 

Mr. Chairman, what a strange arraignment of the Democratic 
party by one of its great leaders and one who is prominently men
tioned as its next candidate for. the Presidency. He charges that 
his party was willing to sell out the West in order to procure 
votes in New England and in the East. Then alleging that such 
a course of conduct, while the party advocated free coinage of 
silver, could no longer be profitable, could no longer bring votes~ 
he was intent upon making friends and political alliances with 
those" thousands of brave and honest men throughout the West
ern States" who were willing to vote for free coinage when the 
party abandoned its attitude in favor of free trade in the prod
ucts of the West and tariff upon manufactured goods. 

Now the party is going back to its old idols. The men whom 
the distinguished gentleman charges with leading the party away 
from its old landmarks are again obtaining control. The reign 
of King Bryan I is over. They are looking for a new king, a 
new leader, whose star is in the East. They are again attempting 
to renew the alliance with Eastern cities "in the hope of secm·
ing mugwump votes.'' In order to do this they are ostentatiously 
abandoning the interests of the West, are complaining of what 
they choose to term" their past follies," are begging forgiveness 
of their Eastern friends, and the better to prove the sincerety of 
their conversion, propose to slaughter the industrial interests of 
their late allies. 

To the men whom they so lately praised and courted, the ''brave 
and honest men throughout the Western States,'' they offer, not 
as they offered then and offer now to the East, "the valuable 
privileges of buying their materials at free-trade prices and sell
ing their finished products at protection prices," but they threaten 
to compel the farmers and stockmen of the West to buy in a pro
tected market and to sell their entire productions in a free-trade 
market in open competition with all the world. 

Mr. Chairman, is it impossible for the Democratic party to be 
approximately right on two questions at the same time? A few 
years ago', when professing undying friendship for the Western 
farmer, it coupled this with the advocacy of financial measures 
which, while aimed at the creditor, would have overwhelmed all 
classes in in-etl'ievable ruin. Now, while abandoning its finan
cial heresies, it couples return to sound financial principles with 
an unprecedented attack upon farmers and stockmen, the people 
for whom it expressed such great concern. 

Will the Democratic party never cease looking for political ad
vantage by an-aying one class of its countrymen against another? 
Will it ever attain to that elevation from which it can see that 
the welfare of all classes, of one people, living under one law and 

under one flag , is inseparably inter woven, that to strike down 
one is to strike down all, and that the highest statesmanship seeks 
to foste:r and maintain the equal prosperity of all the people of all 
the land? 

I protest against this threatened attack, this contemplated in
justice. I warn my friends upon that side of the House that 
their experience of a few years ago, the attack then made upon 
farm products, produced a result that was not expected, that 
ought not to be repeated. The hoped-for benefits did not come. 
The manufacturers of the East were charmed with the prospect 
of free raw material, cheaper food for their employees, protected 
manufactured goods. To secure this purpose the East allied it 
self with the Democracy. Even Massachusetts went Democratic. 
The legislation was secured. "Free raw materials" was con
ceded. But what was the result? The ruin of American agri
culture, the widespread distress among American farmers, t he 
foreclosures of mortgages, depression in the value of farm prop
erty and live stock, carried with it the destruction of the markets 
for American manufactured goods. 

The Southern producers of cotton and corn did not escape. 
Demand for labor ceased, millions of hands were idle and mil
lions of men hungry. The great railroads of the country believed 
that free trade in farm products would increase enormously ex
ports and imports; that the traffic upon the railroads, taking 
freight from the farm and returning manufactured goods, would 
enormously swell the earnings of this class of corporations. 
What was the result? Bankruptcy ever ywhere and a large num
ber of railroad corporations in the hands of receivers. 

The American farmer js the basis of American prospelity. He 
is the greatest purcha-ser of the prod-q.cts of its looms and its fac
tories. Directly and indirectly, in the men he employs and in the 
market he furnishes for the productions of labor, the American 
farmer is beyond doubt the greatest employer and the best friend 
of labor the world contains. H e is the greatest contlibutor to 
the national wealth. Destroy.his prosperity, diminish materially 
his purchasing power , and there will be, there can be, no prosperity 
to any other productive class within the U nited States. 

Bring disaster upon him, and you bring disaster upon every 
industry within every section of the land. The fire in the fur
nace will die out, the smoke of the factory will disappear, the ,. 
music of the wheels will cease, willing hands will be idle, and the · 
days of the soup house will return. Turn the hand of labor against 
the farmer, and it will strike down its best friend, its chief sup
port. Markets for manufactured gooas and demand for factory 
labor will largely cease. The Southern planter will find less de
mand for cotton goods and less market for the meat fattened with 
Southern corn. The welfare and prosperity of the farmer and 
the laborer are "one and inseparable," "now and forever." He 
is an enemy of his country and of mankind who would raise up 
discmd between them. They have never prospered, they have 
never suffered, in a business way, except side by side. Well-paid 
labor bringing prosperity for one enableg him to pay good prices 
for increased food supplies produced by the farmer. 
_ The prosperity of the farmer determines the demand for labOr. 
In a few weeks there is to be an election in the State of Oregon, 
a State whose entire business welfare is interwoven with and de
pendent upon the prosperity of the agricultural and live-stock 
interests. The contest is between the Republican and Democratic 
parties. What is it that you ask of the voter who contemplates 
voting the Democratic ticket and supporting the Democr.atic can
ditates and Democratic policies? You are not content with asking 
him to join with you in an effort to tear down the flag where it 
has been erected upon American Territory by the courage of 
American soldiers. 

You are not content with asking him to defile the national 
honor, to lend his indorsement to the vile slanders that are now 
being daily uttered upon the floor of the other end of this Capitol 
against the Army of the United States and against the men who 
are daily risking their lives to maintain the honor of the flag and 
the supremacy of the American authority. You not only ask 
him to indorse the conduct of those men who, standing in their 
places in the United States Senate, shower fulsome praises upon 
men who torture American soldiers by slow fires, hack prisoners 
to a lingering death with their bolos, bm-y our wounded prison
ers while still living, announce to their followers to spare no 
white man, but who have no word of praise or encouragement 
for the Ame1ican soldiers, American institutions, American Gov
ernment, or anything pertaining to America. 

But you also ask the voters of that State to deliberately deal a 
deadly blow to their own business interests and to stand by and 
support that political party which openly threatens to despoil 
them of their share of that prosperity which, under Republican 
laws. administered by Republican Administrations, is now en
joyed by all classes of the people in all sections of our common 
country. 

Mr. Chairman, I am one of those who believe that the present 



5514 CONGRESSIONA:L RECORD-· HOUSE. MAY 15·, 

tariff laws ought to be and will be revised. Their schedules are 
not sacred, are not intended to be, and will not be eternal. They 
should be changed to meet changed conditions. Not conditions 
that are temporary or tmnsient or largely local, but conditions 
that promise some degree of permanency. I believe there are 
wealthy corporations for whose productions the American market 
is preserved by protective duties, who are exacting unreasonable 
prices from American consumers. If these conditions promise 
continuance as I believe they do, such duties should be materi
ally lowered or entirely removed. But such revision , when revi
sion comes, must be equitable and fair to all sections of the conn
try and to all clas es of its citizens. It must not destroy the 
prosperity of all to decrease the profits of a part of the people. 

Above all, it must not discriminate against our agricultural 
industries that contribute more to the national wealth than any 
other industry that concern the prosperity of the most peaceable, 
the most law-abiding, the most industrious, and the most patri
otic people that dwell under the Stars and Stripes. Against this 
threatened Democratic attack upon the business interests and 
prosperity of the most numerous and industrious class of our cit
izens, the Republican party stands for the equal and fair pro
tection of every legitimate Americ~n industry and the business 
prosperity of all classes of the American people. 

For the vindication of these principles, faithfully embodied into 
laws, passed by Republican Congress, and administered by Re
publican Presidents, I submit for the consideration and judgment 
of -the American people, with their own memories and observa
tions as witnesses, the widespread and universal prosperity of 
1902 against the equally widespread and universal calamity of 
1895. These conditions~ not theories, have been witnessed, ex
perienced, suffered, and are known by us all. 

Lord God of hosts, be with us yet, 
Lest we forget, lest we forget. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I now yield ten minutes to the gen
tleman from New York [Mr. LESSLER]. 

Mr. LESSLER. Mr. Chairman, I sometimes wonder, when I 
lJ_sten to speeches about soldiers in the Philippines if it would not 
be wise to send a deputation to the Democratic leader and inform 
him, and the gentlemen under him, that they were elected by an 
American constituency of the United States of America, and that 
they are not the representatives of the natives of the island of 
Guam or the distlict of Samar. 

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that if I had a son who had gone 
wrong, I would be the last one of those who would publish it abroad. 
If he has done a wrong I want to take him somewhere near to my 
heart and protect him if necessary even against myself. To me 
it seems very much like the old saying of '' a bird fouling its own 
nest," to hear the American soldier upbraided and slandered and 
vilified without a word of defense in the one place on the Ameri
can continent that he ought to be defended-the Honse of Rep
resentatives of the United States of America. [Applause.] 

I want to serve notice now, for one. that when the time comes 
that we investigate what our soldiers have done or have not done, 
sons of men here~ brothers of men here, suckled by mothers like 
yom·s, American boys and American citizens, most of us will be 
willing and ready and able to acquit on any testimony. I some
times think that if you would knock at the door of one of these 
gentlemen in the long hours of the morning, when the time of 

. sleep has come and the time to rest from their arduous labors of 
:finding something to fling at their own countrymen-if you would 
knock at their door yon would find them singing "Aguinaldo," 
or "the Filipinos." 

· It is time that we should pay some attention to our own people. 
It is time that in the House of Representatives of the American 
Congress we should look to our own '' boys itl blue '' and be as 
proud of them as we were in the early history of this country or 
in the war of the rebellion-be as proud of them now, when they 
are 10,000 miles away from home-not men who have run away 
from their post of duty-not men who have gone out of the ATmy 
to tell any number of lies to further a political interest. 

I beg to call the attention of gentlemen on the other side to a 
Senate document which they seem to ignore all the time-the 
report relating to the charges of cruelty to the natives of the Philip
pines. I want to read from this document the utterance of one 
of the best and most high-minded men that this country holds, a 
man who has given up as much to do his duty to his country with 
honor as any man to-day in the city of Washington-Han. Elihu 
Root. No broader-minded American, no lovelier gentleman, no 
grander man to follow when duty to country calls is there in the 
United States than Elihu Root. And when that man puts his 
name to a document he puts it there because he tells the truth. 
He is not a critic, not a tearer down, but a man who is helping to 
upbuild and uplift, and who, in the opening of this twentieth 
century, must be reckoned as one of the great men of our time. 

I ~eg to read f:om this Senate document, and, mind you, I have 
th1s document m my hands so that you can look at it when called 
for. It is entitled Senate Document No. 205, part 1: 

The war on the part of the Filipinos has been conducted with the barba
rous cruelty ~~on among uncivilized !aces, and with general disregard of 
~hE) rules of civilized warfare. They deliberately adopted the policy of kill
rug all natives, however peaceful, who were friendly to our Government and 
in literally thousands of instance~ these poor creatures, dependent upo:ri. our 
soldiers for protection, have been assassirul.ted. 

T'.11e Filipmo troops have frequently fired upon our men from under pro
tection of flags of truce, tortured to death American prisoners who have 
fallen into their hands, buried alive both Americans and friendly natives and 
horribl:y mutilated the bodies of the American dead. That the soldiers fight
ing aga1nst such an enemy, and with their own eyes witnessing such deeds, 
should occasionally be r egardless of their orders and retaliate by unjustifi
able severitie is not ineredible. Such things h appen in every war, even be
t.wa~n two civilized nations, and they always will happen while war lasts. 
That uch occurrences have been sanctioned or p ermitted is not true. A con
sta.nt a.nd effective pressure of prohibition, precept, and discipline has been 
maintained aooainst them. 

That there has been any such I_Jractice is not true. The cases have been 
few and far between, scattered infrequently over a great area of country 
along the course of three years of active conflict, through thousands of en
gagements, and among many thousands of troops. That these occasional 
cases have characterized our Army or its conduct is n ot true, any more than 
the deeds of lawless violence which constantly occur in every large city char
acterize the people of the city. '!'he war in the Philippines has been con
ducted by the American Army with scrupulous regard for the rules of civil
ized warfare, with careful and genuine consideration for the prisoner and 
the noncombatant, with self-restraint, and with humanity never surpassed, 
if aver equaled, in any conflict, worthy only of praise, and reflecting credit 
upon the American people. 

There is more of this that I might. read. But I appeal to the e 
men who are lawyers not to convict their own fellow-countrymen 
without the semblance of a trial. When you read me what some 
man has said before a Senate committee, will you not please, be
fore convicting 40,000 or 70,000 men of misconduct as soldiers, 
wait till some of the men who are accused can appear before the 
same committee? 

Why, sir, under the light of the American system of Govern
ment a man who in broad daylight assassinated a President was 
accorded a fair trial in a court of law-not 10,000 miles away but 
about 600 away from here. 

I beseech gentlemen here to discard from their hearts the spirit 
of partisanship in dealing with questions of this kind. I desire 
to plead for justice to our own fellow-citizens. I desire t o appeal 
to gentlemen to stand up for their own fellow-countrymen. I 
plead that until the last particle of evidence is given in the jury 
shall not pronounce its seal of doom. Gentlemen. I appe~.l to 
you to stand with us above all for om· own" boys in blue" who 
are carrying your work, your mission of light and civilization in 
the twentieth century-the mission of the United States of 
America the United States of the world. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. FOSS. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from lowa 
(1\:fr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I regret very much that the 
gentleman from Missomi [Mr. V .ANDIVER] has seen fit to inject 
into this debate the character of speech that he has indulged in. 
I think the gentleman has forgotten, or at least has refused to 
recognize many things when he indulges in this character of dis
cussion. I think he has forgotten that the complaints, the as
saults, that he has been in the habit of making for thir liy-five years 
following the war of the rebellion~ are not now in place. -

I can see how a ·man. situated as he has been during this period, 
might indulge in criticisms of the Government, in criticisms of 
the Army, in assaults in fact upon everything that has been done . 
But the era making justifiable, perhaps, that kind of plaint and 
that kind of discussion, we are told has passed. The gentleman 
apparently thinks that now, while the war in the PhilipP.ine is 
going on, it is proper for him to use the same methods, the same 
character of assault, to look upon the Government as he did and 
has through all of the intervening years, when he talked about 
"yom· Government," talked about" your Army," talked about 
what " you did." I had supposed that the gentleman was now 
pl'epared to talk about" our Government," to talk about" our 
Army," to talk about what" we did," and what" our duties" 
are. But it seems he can not forget the old days and the old 
methods. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Will the gentleman permit a correction 
there? . 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. 
Mr. VANDIVER. Instead of saying ' .'your Government," I 

did say "our Government;" and I said what "we are doing." 
The gentleman's statement is not correct in that particular. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman may have changed his pro
nouns, but he has not changed his method. [Laughter.] It is 
the same old method. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman forgets an
other thing, that this army that he is ~riticising is our Army, that 
the boys who compose that army are our boys, that they were raised 
in American homes; that they have been taught American ci viliz?-
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tion, and he ought not to join with all of the libelers and slan
derers to traduce his own. Every man knows that in a state of 
war, where large armies are assembled, there will be some char
acters who are not, perhaps, all that they should be. There may 
be some men-a few-who would be cruel men at home or abroad. 
who would indulge in outrages upon the Amel"ican continent or 

·in the islands; but, forgetting that, it seems to me that he has 
seized upon every exaggerated story that bears harmfully upon 
his own, upon our Army, upon our boys, and for what purpose? 

· To secure, as he hopes •. a miserable and despicable political advan
tage. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

I feel ashamed of the man, whoever he may be, who loses his 
Americanism in the pursuit of a petty imagir..ary political advan
tage, and I want to tell the gentleman he is mi taken in his ex
pectation that that advantage will come. No matter how he 
may look upon the Army as alien, no matter how he may look 
upon his Government as foreign, he will have but few sympa
thizers among the American people. His old methods , his cast
away methods, will not be potential in this day of enlightenment, 
bearing upon the questions that now are before the Amel"ican 
people. I do not see how it is possible for any American to take 
delight in parading before the world all these misemble exaggera
tions of fact when the only result can be to degrade Amel"icanism, 
to degrade the standards of estimation in which this nation is or 
ought to be held. What good does it do that he should parade 
all the e matters? He knows that if there has been violation of 
discipline, if there has been a violation of the laws of war, if there 
has b en extraordinary cruelty, that the men, the individuals, 
the exceptionals will be punished, as they should be. No man 
wants to screen crime of that kind. He can not secure a party 
advantage in that way. If these things are true, they are horrors 
to Republicans as well as to Democrats. 

Mr. VANDIVER. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, I think so. 
Mr. VANDIVER. I have not introduced politics into this 

matter, nor do I hope for political advantage, but now I want to 
ask, :i-n view of what the gentleman has said, that Republicans 
abhor these crimes as much as we do-why is it, then, that Re-

. publicans, the gentleman himself among them, have been here in 
session now for nearly six months, and have never yet decl"ied 
these horrors, but have allowed them to go on, and, I will ven
ture to say, have not spoken a word against them. Now, let me 
read one sentence from the official report, the report of the In
spector-General, to show these are not exaggerations. May I 
read that? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I presumed the gentleman 
made his speech. He had an hour, and his heart seemed to be full 
of all the influences of malice and malevolence to bring all the 
facts to bear. [Applause on the Republican side.] I donotcare 
to yield my time. 

Mr. VANDIVER. The gentleman seems anxious to conceal 
them all. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chainnan, will you protect me from 
that gentleman? [Loud laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 
· Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I can tell the gentleman why 

we have not discussed this matter. It is because we do not be
lieve these statements. 

Mr. VANDIVER. That is just why I want the gentleman to 
let me read the official evidence, the official reports, to prove 
them. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield further. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman did not 

· make his case -in an hour, I do not know why I should yield to him 
now. 

Mr. VANDIVER. No; you do not want any more facts. 
Mr. HEPBURN. No; I do not want any more of such facts 

dribbled through you. [Laughter.] Mr. Chairman, we do not 
believe these statements to be true. If they are true--

Mr. VANDIVER. Then, one question. Are you willing to 
admit the finding of a court-martial to be true? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, will you keep that gentle
man in his seat? [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa declines to yield 
further. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman from Iowa 
yield to me just for one moment? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does the gentleman from 

Iowa believe that it is true that General Smith issued an order to 
make Samar a howling wilderness, and to kill all men and women 
over 10 years of age? Or do·es he believe that to be a lie? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I believe that to be a lie. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] I do not believe that General Smith ever issued 

an order of that kind. I do not believe that any other American 
officer ever made an order of that kind. I believe it to be a slan
der, pure and simple. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. May I ask the gentleman one 
more question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does the gentleman believe 

tha-t; the lawyer representing the defendant in the court-martial 
in the Philippines the other day, who acknowledged that that 
order had been issued, was lying when he acknowledged i t? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not know anything about the condi
tions. 

J\ir. WILLIAMS of MissiEsippi. Does the gentleman believe
Mr. HEPBURN. I do not know who the lawyer was, but I 

have known some lawyers who were capable of a lie. [Laughter.] 
Mr. WILLIAMS of :Mississippi. Did the gentleman ever know 

a lawyer to lie by admission or confession against his client? 
Mr. HEPBURN. There are some lawyeTs who are not smart. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. One other question. Does the 

gentleman believe that the officer who was being tried, and who 
pleaded General Smith's order in his justification, was making a 
lying plea? 

Mr. VANDIVER. And who was acquitted by the court-mar
tial on that ground? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, that gentleman has again 
broken loose. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa declines to yield 
further. The committee will please be in order. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I do not know upon what 
kind of flimsy pretext the gentleman from :~.nssouri or the gentle
man from Mississippi will hang a belief, but I do know something 
about the American people. I do know something about Ameri
can officers. I do know something about the civilization in which 
they have been reared. I do know something about the laws of 
war that govern and control them and that they are familiar. 
with. I -know something about the laws of humanity that ani
mate them in common with the rest of us, and therefore I am 
prepared to say, in my judgment, that any statement of an order 
of that kind, of its existence as having been issued, is false, and 
made for a sinister purpose . 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chah·man--
The CHAffiMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to 

the gentleman from Missouri? 
Mr. HEPBURN. I have only fifteen minutes. 
Mr. COCHRAN. I just want to make a suggestion. 
Mr. HEPBURN. I am always glad to hear suggestions from 

the gentleman. . 
Mr. COCHRAN. Is it not true that the fact of the promulga

tion of this order was made public in the course of a court
martial of Major Waller by Onited States officers? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Not in that way. 
Mr. COCHRAN. And is it not true that the counsel repre

senting the defendant pleaded that order in justification? 
Mr. HEPBURN. But, Mr. Chail'IDan, suppos~ it is true? 
Mr. COCHRAN. Then that is what we want to hear you 

about. 
Mr. HEPBURN. But admitting that it be true, for the sake of 

argument. These men are now undergoing a court-martial. The 
investigation is being made, and what good is it to parade these 
matters before the whole civilized world? Where do you find 
consolation in the fact, if it is true, that they are to be punished, 
if it is true that the processes of justice have been set to work 
against them? Why parade it here? What is the benefit that 
will come from it? 

Mr. COCHRAN. But the officer who was just tried was not 
pun-ished, but acquitted on the ground of his supel"ior officer hav
ing ordered him to do it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Is not that officer now being tried? 
Mr. COCHRAN. The verdict has not reached us yet. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Is not General Smith now undergoing trial? 
Mr. COCHRAN. I am only trying to enlighten the gentleman 

as to the fact that these things are true. 
Mr. HEPBURN. No, sir; you do not establish the fact that 

they are true in the way that yon suggest; not at all. Some man 
may have used in his defense this fiction of an order--

Mr. COCHRAN. Then do you think that the acquittal of 
Major Waller was secured by pleading a falsehood? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Oh, that is not a fair question at all, and I 
do not propose to answer it. I am content to make the statement 
that in my belief no such order as is charged against General 
Smith was ever issued. I am content to rest there. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chail'IDan--
The CHAffiMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to the 

gentleman from Wyoming? 
Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. 
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Mr. MONDELLr Is it not a fact that, whether such an order 
as has been referred to was issued or not, there has been no claim 
by anyone that Samar was made a howling wilderness, or that 
any man m- any child was injured in Samar by reason of that 
order, if there was such an order? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I take it for granted that Samar is not a 
howling wilderness, or the gentleman from Missouri. with glee, 
would have told us of that fact. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] 

[Here the hammer felL} 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield to my colleague upon the 

committee forty-five minutes. 
Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I yield ten minutes 

of that forty-five minutes to my colleague on the committee, Mr. 
WHEELER of Kentucky. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, judges full often become ad
vocates, unfortunately; and the bitter language of the gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] and the gentlemanf:romlowa [Mr. 
HEPBURN] illustrates the truth of this statement most forcibly. 
However, I can not, or rather I will not, permit the opportunity 
to pass without noticing at least a portion of what the gentleman 
from Iowa has said. I deprecate in no uncertain terms the effort 
of any American citizen to make political capital out of the un
fortunate occurrences in the Philippine Islands. It is a matter 
that lies beyond the partisan, whether Republican or Democrat. 
Whether true or false, when we discuss them, as we should, nay, 
a is our bounden duty, we should speak not in the hope of politi
cal advantage for this or that side of the Chamber. 

I can not refrain from expressing astonishment at the vindictive 
and bitte1· exposition made by the gentleman from Connecticut of 
the barbarous and inhuman practices of some of the semicivilized 
inhabitants of those unhappy islands. He hurled it with ghoul
ish glee in the teeth of gentlemen upon this side of the Chamber as 
a justification for what is charged against the American Army 
in those islands. I condemn with equal sternness and severity the 

· barbarities , if barbarities there be, of the Filipino and the Ameri
can soldier. It is not to criticise the Army-but that is a right 
that f:lvery decent, fair, and intelligent man not only claims, but 
possesses. When did the Army become so sacred that when it 
does wrong an American citizen can not criticise it? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi To defend the Army is to in
vestigate error. 

Mr. WHEELER. Are we to sit quietly by when unworthy 
men wearing the uniform of their country do unworthy deeds 
and not expo e them? 

The gentleman from Iowa a ks pathetically what good will 
come from an exposition of the barbarities that have been com
mitted by these vicious, unworthy men that :Q.ave been expo ed 
upon the floor of this House. Sir, what good comes to civilization 
when the prowling night thief, who climbs-your porches and com
mits depredations on your .property, is exposed and condemned? 
What good comes to human civiliZation when the murderer and 
the thief and all of those infamous men that connect their names 
with crimes are brought to the bar of judgment, and for their act 
branded with infamy, and henceforth known as scoundrels- and 
unworthy to associate with decent people or with the better class 
of their kind? I in the same manner condemn all human mon
sters who in the security of theil: rank set social safety and civili
zation at defiance, not as a Democrat, not as a Republican, but 
as an American citizen; not in condemnation of the Army, not in 
condemnation of our civilization, but as an humble citizen who 
loves justice and is not so charged with bitte1· partisanship that 
he is lost to all sense of pity. 

I condemn in unmeasured terms the barbarities said to be prac
ticed in those unhappy islands by men who wear the uniform of 
our country. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] .Our 
country, my country, and I say my because under the providence 
of God I will be here when you are gone. How foolish, how un
worthy of the great gentleman from Iowa to quibble and seek to 
dodge behind the facts that there is no official statement as to 
the guilt of this inhuman monster Smith. Not as a Republican, 
but as President of the United States-and I pause here to give 
him my unstinted commendation for his manly efforts to bring 
justice, not as a Republican, but as the chief citizen of the Repub
lic, to this same inhuman monster that you say it is unpatriotic 
to criticise and condemn. [Loud applause.] Is he acting with
out authority? Would he disgrace his great place or subject him
self to the criticism of the delicate consciences possessed by the 
gentleman from Connecticut and the gentleman from Iowa by 
ordering a court-martial to investigate this man. upon testilnony 
so flimsy that it. is unbecoming for us to mention it upon the 
floor of Congress? 

This is not a political question~ This is not a ciiticism of the 
Army, but it is a CI'it icism of that policy which we have warned 
you against, that gives the opportunity to produce the occasion 

for these unspeakable acts. W e point them out to you to show 
you where you a1·e drifting. Inhumanity and barbarity in the 
Philippines will , as certain as God hung the sun in yonder heavens, 
culminate in inhumanity and barbarity in your own homes and 
the Republic. It is against the system; it is against the oppor
tunity; it is against the occasion; it is against the men that make 
these opportunities and make the occasion, that we as American 
citizens are protesting in earnest terms, not as partisans, but as 
patriots. 

I agree with you, sir, that it is unfortunate that we should be 
required to air these things before the world; but, sir, it serves 
to illustrate a lesson that all can well afford to learn. I remember 
to have read with shuddering horror when the man Kitchener, 
now commanding in South Africa, was sent along the Nile, he 
reached Omdurman, and when these helpless people came in white 
robes and kneeled with uplifted hands to pray for peace at his 
hands, a long file of women and childTen knelt on that sunlit 
plain amidst those adobe houses, his answer to them was to open 
upon them with grape and canister and shoot down thousands of 
women and children in order to set an example to the unfortunate 
Egyptians and establish peace and to accomplish benevolent as
silnilation. And yet on the floor of the British P arliament men 
rose in their pla.ces and defended that act. 

Never did I dream that on the floor of the American Congress 
there could be folmd even a man from Connecticut or from Iowa 
who would be willing to arise in his place and speak in terms of 
commendation of an order issued by an American general under 
the American flag in the American uniform to kill all above th~ 
age of 10, whether they be women or men. 

And yet we find that men are so eager for partisan advantag~'i 
they stifle their noble impulses-! say noble impulses because 
these gentlemen who speak in·commendation of these Climes are 
gentlemen of chivah·ous and noble impulses, patriotic and 
country loving; but it only shows, gentlemen, to what depths of 
degradation we may descend for partisan advantage. Is honor 
so dear, or national good will so sweet that we must put beneath 
us every emotion of charity and humanity? Is national glory so 
much to be sought in our war with the Philippines that the 
American flag, thus far unstained by barbarities, shall sacrifice 
thousands and thousands of lives, f01·getting the traditions and 
teachings of our country? [Loud applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman. from Kentucky 
has expired. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. VANDIVER . Mr. Chairman, I heartily appreciate and ap
prove of the eloquent words of my friend and colleague on the 
committee, the gentleman from Kentucky [1\fr. WHEELER] who 
ha just taken his seat, and I want also to assure the members of 
this House that with me there ia something dearer than party 
advantage. I am not ashamed of the fact that I am a Democrat, 
but above that I am an American citizen, and above that I am a 

-human being. [Laughter on the Republican side.] It seems evi-
dent from the snaTling and sneers of some gentlemen on the other 
side that they have lost the sentiments of humanity, if they ever 
had any. 

1 want to say, Mr. Chairman, that my sole purpose in present
ing these facts to the House of Representatives was to bring 
them to your attention, because I do not believe that you have 
investigated them; I do not believe you have taken the pains to 
examine the evidence of these charges. I challenge you now to 
investigate them, and if I can not substantiate every fact I have 
mentioned on this floor here to-day, I shall withdraw every one of 
them. 

Now, it seems to be the policy of the managers on the other 
side of the floor and of the party in power to protect itself by 
insinuating that every criticism that is offered, every statement 
of fact as to barbarity and cruelty of our soldiers in the Philip
pine , is a reflection on the glory of the American Army. The 
Washington P ost, usually an Administration organ, has this edi
torial comment on the course you are pursuing: 

A QUESTION OF NATIONAL HONOR. 

Those Republicans in Congress who have seen fit to condone the alleged 
atrocities in the Philippines by comparing them with the work of Grant-l 
Sherman, and Sheridan during the civil war can hardly be complimentea 
upon their taste or their regard for the truths of history. E ven if their 
proposition had any warrant in fact the argument w ould b e beneath COil
t empt. An act of barbarism committed forty y ears ago does n ot excuse in
human cruelty to-day. As well set up the bloody Duke of Alva a s a screen 
for H ell Roaring Jake Smith to hide behind. 

It is not true, however! that the Union armies in the South, or evon Quan
trell's Confederate guerrillas on the Kansas border, ever pr acticed such hid
eous sa vagary as is charged against certain of our officers in the P hilip pines. 
T he accusations in question may or may not be well founded-we hope n ot
but such as they are, true or otherwise, they far exceed in h orror anything 
ever dreamed of in the Wa.l' of 1861-1865 between the North and Sou th. "Every 
survivor of that trem endous conflict 1mows that we speak the t r u t h h erein. 
It w as a war-a. desperate and sanguinary war, a struggle of the Titans-and 
death and desolation w ere its fruits. But it wa.s not a ruthless and b arbaric 
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orgie, a carnival of ghouls and fiends. To say it is to slander the living and 
the dead of both sides-the bravest men that ever fought. 

Just why Congress can not investigate this affair in a judicial and p3. triotic 
spirit we can not even distantly imagine. It is not properly a party matt-er . 
There is no o.nti-Ameriean party in this country-none that should be willing 
to seek or to accept advantage at the cost of our national dignity and honor. 
Snch a party would deserve the scorn and execration of all honest men. 
What we seek is the truth. We want to know, for the sake of our flag and 
our humanity, whether these appalling crimes have been committed, and if 
so, at whose instance andre ponsibili ty . To make this quest the opportunity 
for political campaign material is simple, unadulterated shame. 

Republicans and Democrats shonld make common cause in the effort to 
erase a frightful scandal and to punish the guilty, if such there be. Party 
rivalries may wait upon our common honor. 

Mr. Chairman, when the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] 
stated emphatically that he did not believe these stories and 
charges, I asked him if he would allow me to read him one sen
tence from an official document coming from an official of the 
Army who had himself investigated them, and he declined to 
hear it read. I will now read just two sentences from the report 
of Maj. Frank B. McKenna, Inspector-General of the United 
States Army, who investigated, by the authority of the War 
Department, the charges of cruelty against the helpless natives 
in northern Luzon. Here is what he says: 

Sa.tm·ina de la Cruz, age 18; married; lives in barrio San Rafael, Montal
ban: Night of February 21, after taps, about 10 o'clock, three Maca be be sol
diers armed with guns and one with revolver entered her house; she and her 
husband were asleep; a man with a revolver forced her husband out of the 
house; other two took him away first, then r eturned and at the point of a 
revolver raped her; she was raped again on night of the 25th. 

I should not mention such a deplorable and outrageous instance, 
if it had been the only one committed or if it had been a very ex
ceptional case. But here in this report this officer details case 
after case just as barbarous as that; and in conclusion he makes 
this general, sweeping statement about the whole affair: 

In conclusion, I find, if the almost unanimous testimony of the natives is 
to be considered, that the 1\facabebe garrison at Montalban has committed 
numerous outrages against them; that these acts of violence commenced al
most with the arrival of the Maca be be"', and OCCUlTed at intervals until the 
night of February 25, when on that night they must have indulged themselves 
in a saturnalia, almost, of rapine and violence under the guise of looking for 
insm·gents. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STA.TES. 

American citizen soldiers do not become barbarians as soon as 
they leave the shores of their native land any more than they are 
at home. (Applause.] This arraignment, this delight in bring
ing up everything pertaining to war, barbarous and atrocious as 
it is in all cases, does not become the members of the American 
CongTess to-day. Why should gentlemen undertake to libel and 
malign the glorious achievements of the citizen soldiers of the 
American Army from the time the war with Spain was declared? 
The insmTection in the Philippine Islands against the authority 
of the Government of the United States was the result of two 
things. 

One was the return of Aguinaldo to the Philippine Islands. 
When the war was declared he was at Singapore on his way to 
France or England, having left the islands with a pledge to the 
authorities of the Spanish Government never to return. The 
other was the discussion in the. Senate of the United States of the 
treaty of peace on a resolution in open session. These two things 
caused the insurrection in the islands, and from that day to this 
there has been a class of wordy politicians calling themselves anti
imperialists perverting the actual facts of history in order, if pos
sible, to bring discredit upon their own Government and the citizen 
soldiers of the Republic. 

The first perversion of the facts of history in order to bring dis
credit upon the Government is that Dewey brought Aguinaldo 
with him to Manila. Aguinaldo reached Manila nineteen days 
after Dewey had destroyed the Asiatic squadron of the Spanish 
navy, and Dewey reported to his home Government that at 
that time there was no insurrection in the islands worth speak
ing of. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
:Mr. GROW. Just one word more, if the House will pardon 

me. All I wish to say in conclusion is that the cruelties of war are 
always to be deprecated. One man can not claim in his self-con
ceit that he is superior to all others in his sentiment of humanity. 
Everybody has but one sentiment and one feeling as to these bar
barities, but it is an incident of war. The o:r:der issued by Gen
eral Smith was after the massacre of a portion of the Ninth Regi
ment, by treachery, and a massacre of unarmed men. It was the 
regiment that scaled San Juan Hill. 

T?e co~mittee informal~y rose; -and Mr. STEW.~illT of New If a general was ever justified in issuing an order to kill every 
J"oik_.h~vm~ taken the c~arr as Speaker pro tempme, a message man with arms in his hands-and the order did not apply to 
~ wntmg nom the President. of the :Umted Sta:es was commu- children, as has been so often repeated on this floor; it was 
mcated t.o the Ho~e of Representatives by MI. B. F. B~NES, only those who bore arms, and 10-year-old soldiers in the Philip
one of his Secreta~es, w_h<_> also ann?unced that the Presid~nt pine army have killed American soldi.ers-the general was jus
!Iad approved a;nd. signed JOint res?.lution (H. J. ~es. 177) pro~d- ~·· e~ in issuing that order if that was the most probable method 
rng for the pnntmg of the Amencan Ephemens and Nautical to nd such atrocities. He did just what Lincoln's order 100 was 
Almanac. ere at home in our own war, and if there wa.s no way to put an 

NA.VA.L A.PPROPRIA.TION BILL. ~ end to these barbarities in Samar,hewas justified undertherules 
The committee resumed its session. of what is called civilized warfare. [Applause.] 
Mr. FOSS. I have the consent of thegentlemanfromLouisia a Mr. MEYER. Mr. Chairman, in the remarkS that I shall sub-

[Mr. MEYER] to yield of the time which I have left five minutes mit upon this bill I do not propose to make a merely technical 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. GRow]. speech or one of detail, or even to discuss generally the history 

Mr. GROW. Ml·. Chairman, warisa barbarism whenever and and value of om· Navy to us in the past, or of an adequate navy 
wherever engaged in by mankind. It is a constant struggle be- to any State aspiring to a place among the nations. As a member 
tween two opposing forces to protect and preserve the livesofthe of the Naval Committee, I haye more than once presented this 
one and to destroy the lives of the other. Under what is called branch of the subject. There is hardly any occasion for it now. 
civilized warfare-if there is such a thing-it is allowable to the Public opinion, which was once much divided, is now practically 
commander of a force to adopt a course that might otherwise be unanimous for a navy which shall be effective for our wants and 
denominated cruel barbarism and atrocity, in order to prevent needs as a leading power of the globe, with large and extensive 
or to put a stop to still greater cruelties and atl:ocities. And in interests to defend. The increase and maintenance of the Navy 
extreme cases in warfare the black flag is justified. is not a sectional question. The West is as much interested as the 

Such are the universal rules of warfare. While many gentle- Atlantic seaboard. 
men on the other side seem to delight in referring to every report The great Mississippi Valley can not permit the mouth of the 
that comes to them of cruelties and barbarities charged upon Mississippi River, its natural outlet for. commerce, to be blocked 
American soldiers, they fail to recall the history of om· own war by a hostile fleet any more than by those natural obstructions to 
in this generation. On our own soil and under the flag of Chris- commerce which science is now removing. The Pacific coast is 
tian civilization, as we call it, the Shenandoah Valley was swept keenly alive to the protection of its cities and the development of 
with fire by order of the Commanding General of the Army. its trade to Australia, South America, and the Orient. Nor is 
Every gristmill and every storehouse was destroyed. The naked the question in any sense a party question. Since 1883 both the 
chimneys of dwellings destroyed in that conflict lined that fertile political parties have been friendly to this policy, and all the 
valley from the Potomac to the mountains. Sherman's" march Secretaries of each party have urged a liberal expenditure. I 
to the sea" left in its rear the smoke of burning dwellings dark- have a right to point to the energetic efforts, zeal, and intelli-
ening the sky. And part of Atlanta was laid in ashes. gence of Secretary Whitney and Secretary Herbert in this grand 

1\fr. CocHRAN rose. work. 
Mr. GROW. I can not yield to anybody. The Democratic party has been in all its history jealous of a 
I am calling attention to the scenes of our own civil war, on large standing army, knowingthatinotherlands it had been often 

both sides-Chambersburg, bmned by the Confederate soldiers, used by bad rulers to deprive the people of their rights and to 
the houses of women and children burned over their heads; of commit them to bloody, expensive, and ruinous wars; but it has 
Atlanta, part of which was burned by the Union Army, and the had no such dread of the Navy. With our party the N avy has 
desolation of Sherman's "march to the sea." always been the favorite arm of national defense, and it will con-

Why should you not rake up from dead history all the cruelties tinue to be so. Fortu:q.ately, in this country we do not need a 
perpetrated then under what we called "civilized warfare?" But large standing army. We have a large arms-bearing population, 
who ever thought or who would now think of arraigning .Amer- easily converted into good soldiers, and we have a large volunteer 
ican citizen, soldiers on either side, when that contest was over soldiery. We have more than one excellent military school be
for anything that had been done in the com·se of i t? sides West Point for the training of our officers. We have no 
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powerful or dangerous neighbor to guard against. We have 
peaceful relations with Great Britain, and I hope and believe they 
will continue to be friendly; but if it were unfortunately other
wise, no invasion from Canada is even a possible peril. 

The army of 200,000 men which England has with so much 
difficulty and expense sent to South Africa to put down and con
quer the Boers could not protect Canada against us if we were 
forced to invade that country. Mexico is sincerely friendly to 
this country, and the bonds of amity and commercial intercourse 
are drawing closer every day. I see no occasion whatever, there
fore, for a large tanding army for our defense. It can only be 
nece ary in the event that this country is to be committed to a 
policy of foreign conquest-colonies, land grabbing, and spolia
tion. To such a policy the traditions of our fathers, the lessons 
of the Constitution, and our own practical interests are all opposed, 
and though such a policy may have been temporarily fastened 
upon us by the party in power, I do not believe it can stand or 
ought to stand. I do not defend or advocate a navy as a part of 
such a programme of subject colonies, war, and impe1ialism, and 
if there was no other and nobler argument for building up our 
Navy, I should hesitate to vote for it. I desire to see peace, 
and 

PEACE WITH HONOR. 

I can not forget, sir, that we have a population of over 76,000,000. 
It is rapidly increasing. Our lands_ are fertile and we have every 
variety of production. There is probably no large area of terri
tory in the world capable of sustaining so large a population as 
ours with general comfort and happiness as ours. With this vast 
area of soil, and every year developing some new method of human 
sustenance and advancement, no man can fix a limit -upon our 
growth. In agriculture we are easily the first of the nations. 
Our manufactuTes are ah·eady being shipped to every part of the 
world; but this grand movement which has so seriously alarmed 
the indust1ial centers of Europe has barely begun. Onr com
mercial marine, I admit, is not what it should be nor what it will 
be at no distant day. Other nations lutve grown in wealth and 
population, but we have outgrown them all in wealth. In popu
lation we are second, indeed, to Russia, but we are immeasurably 
superior to that country in wealth and resources. China has a 
vast population, but the great mass are paupers. She i~ notori
ou ly deficient in the arts of war and peace; has no capital, and 
can not now be regarded as a rival to any counti·y. Neither her 
army nor her navy deserve any consideration. 

With a rapidly growing nation and a developing commerce 
with all the world, we 

1\"'EED THE "OPEN DOOR" FOR OUR TRADE, 

as far as it is possible to have it, and we need also the ability to 
protect our conunerce and our markets. How can we do this or 
even attempt to do it without a strong and efficient Navy? [Ap-
plause.] . 

This is not all. Let us remember, sir, that we have a line of 
seacoast on the Atlantic, the Gulf, and the Pacifio to defend which 
can not be less than six or eight thousand miles; it is far greater 
than that of any European nation. In addition to this we have 
Alaska to defend, both by sea and by land. Alaska does not rep
resent the new-fledged policy of greed and foreign conquest. We 
bought her from Rus ia many years ago, and she proves to have 
great resources. Then there is Hawaii, w~ch we sec'll;re~ by 
agencies which some regard ~s more questionable , but It 1~ an 
important outpost on the Pacific, and that people have certamly 
been greatly blessed by our rule. No native of Hawaii has been 
killed or maltreated in order to exploit our civilization or our trade. 
I did not favor its annexation, but I do favor its defense, if neces
sary. 

CUBAN POLICY. 

I come now to a yet more vital point. I mean Cuba and tp_e 
West Indies. I think it would be very unwise to annex Cuba, 
either as a State or a Territory, even if she came to us voluntarily. 
We have had trouble enough aheady with incongruous elements 
of population. Let Cuba carve out her own destinies in peace. 
She has a wonderfully fertile soil, and the proof is that in two 
years he recovered from the ravages of a long and desolating war 
and all her people are now employed. No laborer stands in need 
of work. But we have dislodged Spanish power. We have made 
Cuba free and independent, and we can not and will not permit 
any European government to establish dominion there. In order 
to make good our position there and properly guard our interests 
in respect to Cuba we must maintain and develop our naval 
strength. The same is true in respect to Porto Rico and also the 
Danish West Indies, if the latter pass into our hands. 

I think the truth of these observations can not be denied by any 
intelligent man; but there is another and a fixed policy .of the 
United States handed down to us by our ancestors to which we 

have to look. I refer to the well-known Monroe doctrine. I do 
not need to recite its history to this House. The country is 
familiar with it since the time it was formally announced by 
President Mom·oe in the early days of the last century. It was 
in substance, as embodied in his message of 18.23, that while we 
did not propose to disturb the possessions then held by the powers 
of Europe in North and South America, we would regard as an 
unf1iendly and hostile act the attempt by any one or more of 
them to extend their dominions in this part of the globe. The 
republics of South America were e pecially in the views of this 
announcement, for it was these countries that were supposed to 
be menaced by the Holy Alliance. But Cuba, the West Indies, 
and Mexico were objects of even greater concern to us-Cuba 
especially. 

There has never been a day that our people would have per
mitted Cuba to be held by any other power of Europe than Spain. 
Since that memorable declaration of President Monroe we have 
witnessed the unscrupulous partition of the vast continent of 
Africa by the powers of Europe and the occupation of large parts of 
Asia by this or that European power. Two of them occupy each 
an area there equal to our own on this continent. We have not 
protested or opposed these proceedings, though public opinion 
condemned them. 

NO PARTITION OF CHINA. 

When it came to the propo ed partition of China very recently, 
we threw our influence against it, but I fear the scheme was ar
rested far more by the jealousies of the great powers than by 
our interposition. It is suspended for the present, and, I fear, for 
the present only. It is still a menace to China and our own 
interests. Germany was the last of the great European powers 
to adopt this policy of foreign colonies and conquest. 

It was not until after the Franco-Prussian war of 1870 that, 
under the master leadership of Bismarck, Germany became a 
nation and a great empire. It was natural and right that she 
should become a nation and a great power. The world looks with 
admiration on her splendid achievements in war, learning, sci
ence, arts, and progress. Under the present Emperor, a man of 
remarkable force of character, the German Empire has adopted 
a colonial policy in South Africa and Asia. As an incident and 
aid to this policy it has created a great navy, which twenty years 
ago had no existence. Of this navy I may speak hereafter. 

But this is not all. This great, powerful, and I may say aggres
sive people are expanding and colonizing everywhere. They have 
gone to South America. Hundreds of thou ands of Germans are 
in Brazil settled in its most temperate and inviting regions , and 
many others are located in Venezuela. That these settlers will 
rapidly increase and multiply is almost certain, and it is almost 
equally certain that they will assert themselves and overthrow the 
existing authorities. They will have for this act plausible rea
sons and the support of the mother Government, and they will 
naturally affiliate with the German Empire. This will practically 
involve an annulment and abrogation of the Monroe doctrine, as 
our people understand it, and it will involve a very grave issue 
for our country. This is not all. It means the partition of South 
America by the great European powers, just as Africa has been 
divided. The man who can not foresee all this is blind or inat
tentive to passing events. When that day comes it will be neces
sary for us to have a 

NAVY CAPABLE OF RESISTING GERMANY 

if we think our interests shall require us to do so. 
I hope this evil day may not come, but if it should, that man 

will be purblind-! will not say idiotic-who now imagines that 
the hospitalities we extended the other day to Prince Henry or any 
courtesies shown to President Roosevelt or any civilities to our 
ambassador at Berlin by the German Emperor will weigh a 
feather in settling the disputes that may arise. Pretty speeches 
and nice dinners are all a part of the diplomacy of European rulers 
to mask their most serious and dangerous designs. 

For a long time European governments, being occupied with 
enormous land-grabbing in Asia and Afrjca, paid little heed to our 
cherished Monroe doctrine but latterly there are abundant mani
festations of opinion all over Europe which indicate an inclination 
and a purposetodisregarditwhenever theyplease to do so. They 
will not do it, I am confident, in the West Indies, nor in our neigh
bor, the Mexican Republic. There 'they would hav.e to face the 
power of this country. In respect to South Amenca they feel 
very differently. Then ask pertinently enough, ' If you insist 
on plapng the dog in the manger in South America, why are you 
building up a conquest in the Philippines over an unwilling 
people of ten millions?" Sir, we have beyond a doubt weakened 
the logic of our position and lessened the hold we might have had 
if we had adhered to our old traditions as a government and a 
people. 
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STRONG NA.VY INDISPENSABLE. 

I have said enough to show that withou~ adopting a policy of 
imperialism, colonies and conquest, a strong navy for us is indis
pensable to guard our varied interests and maintain our just 
rights all over the world. We have interests everywhere to de
fend and protect. This is better than the sectional malignity and 
persecution urged by certain politicians of th~ dominant party. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

In this cursory and imperfect review I have said nothing of the 
proposed i thmian canal. Public sentiment in the United States 
may not be united in re pect to the selection of a route , but it is 
overwhelmingly in favor of beginning at an early day the con
struction of such a canal by the Ame1ican Government, to be 
paid for out of our own Treasury, to be under American sover
eignty, and to be operated, man~ged, and guarded by us. Other 
nations are to share in its benefits, but it is to be an American 
canal just as the Suez Canal is substantially and effectively a 
British canal. 

But how can we guard and 
PROTECT OUR CA.NA.L 

if it is to be at the mercy of any one of three or four European 
powers which may happen to have a superior navy? We have, 
indeed, a treaty with Great Britain, which gives a reasonable as
surance in that quarter, but we have none bearing on this ques
tion with Germany. France, Russia or Italy, to say nothing of 
Japan, Austlia, and the South American powers. Yet it· is pro
posed to expend $200,000,000 on this canal, which could be de
stroyed in forty-eight hours by any country having a superior 
fleet to our own. I favor the canal, but I favor also aN avy capable 
of defending it. 

W A.R IS A. CA.LA.MITY 

under any circumstances, however just and necessary. The late 
Spanish war carried evils in its train which many are beginning 
to believe will far outweigh any possible benefits. Of these I do 
not now care to speak, but there is one mischievous result to 
which I may advert as directly appTopriate to the pending ques
tion. We engaged a powE;lr which did not have a third of our 
population or a tenth part of our wealth and resources, with an 
army brave enough but badly fed, badly equipped, badly o:fficered, 
and who were fighting over 3,000 miles away from their own soil. 
That army was bound to be overcome in the end, unless Spain 
could maintain her command of the sea and supply it from time 
to time with reenforcements of men, food, arms, munitions, and 
all that is necessary to equip andkeepupanarmyin war. Hence. 
in order to keep her hold on Cuba, Spain was compelled to send 
her fleet to the West Indies and put up the best fight she could. 
We did not have a large navy, but it was almost perfect in 
its way. 

It was immensely superior to that of Spain. Spain has not 
been a strong naval power for centuries. In the early days her 
galleons were the easy prey of the English buccaneers and daring 
adventurers. The· "invincible Spanish armada," prepared with 
so much ostentation and expense to overwhelm England in the 
days of Queen Elizabeth, was easily baffied, defeated, and de
stroyed by one-third or one-half their number of B1itish vessels 
manned by men of our own stock and race. From that day to 
this Spain has not figured as a naval power. I do not mean to 
reflect upon Spanish valor or character, but as a nation she has 
not exhibited naval aptitude like that of the northern nations of 
Europe. So when the Spanish war came on, Spain had a navy, 
it is true, but a navy on paper; brave and splendid heroes like 
Cervera and his associate captains, but it was no match for our 
few efficient and well-handled ships. 

The battles of 1\Ianila Bay and Santiago were very easy victo
ries. If you doubt this statement. look at the lists of the killed 
and wounded on each side, a few only on ouT side and thousands 
on the other. Compare these suggestive figures with the naval 
battles of the war of 1812, such as the Constitution and Guer--riere, 
the Chesapeake and the Shannon, and all t he others of our his
tory; including that battle which is painted on our walls, when 
Perry had to quit his sinking ship to fight in another or when 
John Paul Jones. by sheer endeavor and with his decks running 
with blood upheld the glory of our arms till the enemy struck 
his flag. It is needless to refer to the bloody battles of the Nile, 
the Baltic, or Trafalgar, in the days when a ship would lose half 
her crew and still fight on till victory crowned endurance and 
valor and suffering. 

FOLLY H.A.S GOl\"E WILD. 

Over this easy victory against Spain folly has gone wild, and 
many interpret it as a proof that we are already a great naval 
power and that the world is half afraid of us. For one I do not 

believe it. This battle was not fought with a great maritime 
power, but with a very weak one, and we have no right to assume 
that a B1itish, French or a German ship is like a Spanish ship, 
and not equal to our own. The ships of Great B1itain, Germany, 
and Franc.e have all the aids of modern naval science; they have 
officers of trained skill, high courage, with good crews, and if 
ever we should have to meet one of them it will be a very differ
ent combat from that at Santiago or Manila. Our officers and 
men will do all that we have a right to ask, but it will be no holi
day task. 

CONSIDER OUR NA. V A.L STRENGTH. 

• Therefore, I say it is important for us to consider, first, what 
is our naval strength to-day, and also that of the leading Eu
ropean powers. I say to-day, secondly, it is well to ask what 
are they doing in the way of an increase, and what are we 
doing? 

It would be t1ifling with a great question and with this House 
to speak on this point with a lack of candor. I shall not do so. 
The building of a Navy or even of a single vessel of war is not a 
thing that can be hidden from the world. The effective strength 
of the navies of the great powers is a matter of publicity and no
toriety. We know the present strength of England, Russia, 
France, and Germany. All these powers , save Russia, have to go 
before the legislative bodies to procure the means and authority 
to increase their armaments, just as our own Executive comes to 
Congress for the necessary supplies and authority. I venture the 
assertion that there is not a government in Europe that does not 
know exaetly our strength and our weakness, how many fighting 
battle ships we have, how many we are building, and how long 
we will have to wait for their completion. Let us, therefore, look 
the truth fairly in the face. It will not do to "live in a fool's 
paradise.'' 

NA.VA.L PROGRAMME. 

The able report submitted by the chairman of the committee 
[Mr. Foss] in the pamgraph on the cost of ships of the new Navy 
gives the number of completed battle ships as 10, and those build
ing as 8; armored cruisers built, 2, and building, 6; protected 
cruisers built, 12, and building, 9. The report well says that-

While we have built and are building all told 138 ships, yet comparatively 
few of them have any real fi.ghting value. Our na.va.l power lies almost en
tirely in our 18 battle ships, 8 armored cruisers1 and 21 protected cruisers. 
The r est of our ships would cut but little figure m a<:tua.l war. Ships of the 
battle line practically alone dete!·mine the I!B.val strength of a nation. 

But, sir. when you examine this table in the report it appears 
that only 24 battle ships of the three descriptions m entioned are 
already built and available f~n· service. Some twenty-three ships 
are being built or auth01ized, and we know by sad experience 
how long it takes us aft2r a ship is authorized by law to have her 
built, armored, and equipped, so as to be ready for commission. 
According to this report, on May 4, 1898-some four years ago
there were authorized three battle ships, each of 12,500 tons-the 
Maine, Misso'uri, and the Ohio. Four yearsltave elap ed. These 
ahips are being built at three different private yards. 

The Maine is completed 87 per cent, the Missou1·i 60 per cent, 
and the Ohio 56 pe1· cent. After that will come the armor, oft.en 
a slow business, and it may be two years more before these three 
battle ships will be added to our effective force. Over three years 
ago three more battle ships were authorized, of about 15,000 tons 
each, namely, th3 Virginia, Neb1·aska, and Geo1·gia. They are 
also to be built at different private yards. Eight per cent of work 
has been done on the Georgia and nothing on the Virginia and the 
Nebraska. Three years ago there were authorized three armored 
cruisers of 14,000 tons each. The highest percentage of work 
done on any one of the three is 19 per cent. This is a bad 
exhibit. 

The Secretary of the Navy tells us that the contracts for the 
construction of the six armored cruisers authorized by the acts of 
March 3, 1 99, and June 7, 1900, require their completion in three 
year s from the date of the contract. The five battle ships au
thorized by the same laws are also to be completed in three years 
from the date of the contract. After that will come the armor 
and armament; often a slow business. From all this and from 
past experience it will be three years or more before we can count 
on having the ships already authorized ready for service. 

Let us look briefly at the strength of the other great powers and 
see what they are doing to increase it. England has about 50 
battle ships. She is building energetically. Her known and 
avowed policy it is to make and keep her navy fully equal to any 
possible combination against her by any two of the European 
powers. She dare not do less. She can not afford to be driven 
from the sea. Her programme for this and the next year includes 
5 more battle ships. She has 18 armored cruisers and will speed
ily add 8 more to the number. Remember that she builds and 
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·equips a ship in about one-half the time that we do. She has 
many other ships already built, such as torpedo boats and desti·oy
ers, but she is adding heavily to this force. She has 29 coast
defense ships and monitors. Her government .dockyards are in 
the highest state of equipment and efficiency, not merely to repair 
ships, but to build them. 

France has 18 large battle ships and will build 6 more in two 
years. She has 21 armored cruisers and is about to build 3 more. 
She has 14 coast-defense ships and monitors. She has 253 torpedo 
boats to our 35. She is far inferior to this country in wealth, 
population, and resources. 

Russia has a navy larger than our own and is adding to it en
ergetically. And yet she h as no Atlantic port, no easy access t8 
that ocean, and no great commerce to protect. She has only one 
or two ports on the Pacific. Her great strength lies in her vast 
ten-itory and her comparative tnaccessibility to invasion. She 
needs a navy far less than we do, but she is a great power and 
h er Government is wise, sagacious , and farseeing. She means to 
have a navy worthy of her high place and aspirations among the 
nations. 

I come now to that great Empire which we ought to watch most 
carefullv. I refer to Germany. There is no malice on either side, 
but thm~ may be a conflict of interests and ambitions, especially if 
we adhere to the 1\Ionroe doctrine, as we will, and yet more danger 
if we persevere in the folly of subject colonies and imperialism. 
Now what is the strength and what the plans of Germany? R e
member that only three or four years ago we were fourth among 
the nations in naval strength. Now, • 

GEIDI.ANY IS THE FOURTH AND WE ARE THE FIFTH. 

I beg here to r emind you that we have a far larger population 
than Germany and much more wealth and capital. We are richer 
than Germany, Russia, France, or even Great Britain. But Ger
many has an able ruler, and her people are industrious, ambitious, 
energetic. They are a strong and aggressive nation. The Ger
man army is easily the first in Europe in case of war. Her people 
in war would be patriotic and united. About twenty years ago the 
German navy was only nominal, but with the rapid growth of her 
commerce and the adoption of the policy of having foreign col
onies her statesmen have concluded that it was indispensable 
to have a strong navy. She is building more r apidly than any 
other colmtry. Already Germany has 25 battle ships, 9 armored 
cruisers, and many other ships. The committee report sums up 
the situation briefly but clearly: 

Her ship-building programme started in 1898 and will be com
pleted in 1908, pos ibly in 1907. I t will give her in aU 38 battle 
ships, 14 large cruisers, 38 smaller cruisers, and 98 torpedo boats. 
After the completion of this programme, the plan contemplates 
new constructions to r eplace ships which, though still serviceable, 
may have r eached the pre cribed age limit. 

I say nothing of such powers as Italy, Austria, Chile, and_ Japan, 
counti·ies with far less wealth than our own, and not havmg our 
large and varied interests to defend all over the world. Nor will 
I speak of a possible combination against us by powers singly in
ferior, but united superior, to our own force . 

Being deeply impressed with the gravity of this branch of 
the subject, and anxious to obtain all possible light, both for 
my own benefit and for that of others who might listen to 
my suggestions or r ead them, I applied directly to the proper 
officers of the Navy Department, and through the couTtesy of 
Captain Sigsbee, the Chief Intelligence Officer of our Navy, I 
have been supplied in accordance with my specific request 
with some very valuable tables which more than confirm and 
vindicate the observations I hava made in respect to the status of 
the great naval powers and our own. They present the subject 
far more clearly and fully than anything I could say. I ask the 
permission of the House to print them as an addendum to my 
r emarks and I beg members to weigh well the facts which they 
contain.' These tables contain: 

IMPORTANT CONSIDERATION OF CONDITIONS. 

First. A comparison of the German and United States ship
building programmes; this includes a list of the Unite~ States 
ships built and building and the German naval-building pro
gramme. 

Second. A table of United States ships building and the state 
of completion of each. 

Third. A printed list of vessels built and building for the 
principal navies. 

There is another table, being a copy of a memorandum fur
nished the Committee on Naval Affairs, House of Representa
tives, as to the relative cost of shipbuilding in navy-yards and by 
private contract in England, France, and Ge1·many. 

All these tables will be found interesting and instructive. They 
are of the highest official authority. 

GOVERNMENT Y A.RD SHIPBUILDING. 

In respect to the last point, I beg to say that I have favored the 
policy of giving our own navy-yards a trial in building ships. 
There was a time in our history when all or nearly all of our 
ships of war were built in Government navy-yards. These ships 
won the splendid naval battles of the war of 1812-14. They were 
worthy of the brave men who fought on their decks. It has been 
said, I think by some naval expert, that these victories of 1812-14 
were won by the work in our navy-yards. 

Now, the practice of England, France, Germany, and Russia is 
to build largely in the Government dockyards. England builds 
most of her ships in Government dockyards, and they do not cost 
any more than those built in private yards . I do not see why we 
can not do the same to a certain extent at lea t . At present not 
0ne of our navy-yards is in a fit condition to build and equip a 
graat ship of war. This is not a satisfactory condition of affairs. 
If a British minister were to go into the House of Commons and 
announce that the Government did not po sess a single dockyard 
where a first-class ship of war could be built immediately he 
would very probably be hooted out of the House. 

Is it a wise thing for this Government so to run its large navy
yards that if war were to break out suddenly, as most wars do, it 
could not build a single first-class vessel of war in one of them, 
and in its hour of peril and need would be wholly dependent on 
the capacity, energy, liberality, and possibly the rapacity of pri
vate contractors? They make no provision for po sible wars. 
That would cost money. 

If you build a ship in a Government navy-yard , there is not a 
man connected with its construction, from the captain to the 
humble t workman, who has any interest in putting off inferior 
material upon the Government. Every ma:q would be trying to 
get the best material available for the ship. 

An argument sometimes made against hailding our ships in 
our own navy-yards is that the ya1·ds would be used for political 
purposes. If this argument be sound, it applies to repairs as well · 
as construction, and we would have to give up the whole bu~iness 
of Government dockyards and admit the Government to be in
cumbly affected with inefficiency and corruption. My observa
tion of naval officers leads me to a far different conclu ion than 
this. I know of no officer who would prostitute a Government 
navy-yard to dirty political work or attempt to control the votes 
of the employees. They are far less likely to do it than private 
contractors. 

The building of vessels in our own yards ehould be tried, not 
V\-'ith one ship merely, but fully and fairly, as foreign nations do, 
from year to year and tmtil we find out what we can do. As we 
grow we will improve our economics, efficiency, and r apidity of 
consti·uction. This competition will put the private shipyards to 
their mettle, quicken and stimulate them to the best work, and 
enable us to judge when we are paying too much on our conti·act 
ships. 

It is most important to us to see if something can not be done 
that will enable us to build ships as rapidly as Great Britain or 
any other nation. We have unlimited resources. We have steel 
and iron equal to any in the world. We have the best of timber 
and of everything else that goes into a ship. We have skillful, 
highly educated, and scientific officers, not second to those of any 
country. Our mechanics have a r eputation for skill, expertness, 
individuality , intelligence, and energy superior to tho e of the 
Old World, as we all believe. For the life of me I can not see 
how with all this and our very liberal grants of money by Con
gress we can not build a ship as quickly as England. Let us 
equip fully two of our best navy-ya1·ds on the Atlantic coast and 
one on the Pacific coast and see if something can not be done to 
remedy an evil which in time of war might have the most serious 
consequences. 

In this connection I wish to remind members of the House how 
often we have read of American contractors for bridges, loco
motives, and many forms of structure and work bidding and 
securing conti·acts over British bidders by offering better terms 
not only as to price, but in respect to the time of completion or 
delivery. This has been done on British soil in different quarters 
of the globe for years past. The English papers have pro
claimed and lamented the fact. This fact is decisive as to what 
can be done and will be done if we do but resolve to assert 
ourselves. [Loud applause.] 
COMPARISON OF GER fAN AND lTh"'TED STATES WAR-SHIP BUII.DI. G PRO

GRAMMES. 
The German shipbuilding programme will be completed in 1908, probably 

1907, instead of 1916, as first planned. 
After the completion of the programme the plan contemplates new con

sti·uctions to replace ships which, though still ser viceable, may have reached 
the prescribed age limit. 
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The fixed programme contemplated the following new vessels: Four squad

rons, each of 8 battle ships; 2 battle ships for flagships; 4 battle ships in 
re3erve. 

Besides these, there are to be 14 large cruisers, 38 smaller cruisers, and 16 
divisions of torpedo boats of 6 each. Of these 38 battle ships; 31 are built or 
building; 14 large cruisers, 12 are built or building; 38 smaller cruisers, 33 are 
built or building. This leaves 7 battle ships, 2 armored cruisers, and 5 smaller 
cruisers yet to be appropriated for. 

The divisions of torpedo boats are already in advance of the contemplated 
programme. Two divisions only remain to be authorized. 

BUDGET OF 1902. 

Battle ships K and L (30 and 31); new ship to replace armored cruiser 
Kaise1·; smaller cruisers K and L; new ship to replace Zieten; 1 gunboat, B 
(extra to programme); 1 division of torpedo-boat destroyers. 

Fi1·st installment of appropriation for building.-One gunboat for Chinese 
rivers; to rebuild B1·andenburg class of battle ships; fit Marie for gunnery 
training ship; fit Nixe for cadet school-ship; fit Sophie for apprentice school
ship. 

&econd installment of appropriation fm· building.-Battle ships Hand J (28 
and 29); large armored cruiser, Ki5nig Wilhelm; tln·ee small cruisers, G, ~ 
and J; second and final for division of 6 torpedo-boat destroyers; to rebuila 
armored coa,st-defense ships of Siegfried class (making them small battle 
ships. 

Thi1·d installment of appropriatimt for building.-Battle ships F and G (26 
and 27); armored cruiser, Prinz Adalbert (last installment). 

Fou1·th installment of app1·opriation for building, .final.-Battle ships C, D, 
and E (23, 24, 25). 

SHIPS OF GERMAN NAVY UNDER CONSTRUCTION. 

Of the 15 ships now building at Government and private yards, 3 more are 
to be completed by the end of the present fiscal year, namely: The battle 
ships Kaiser Wilhelm der G1·osse, armored cruise:t: Prinz Heim·ich, and gun
boat Panthe1·. Hence1 at the beginning of the next fiscal year there will re
main under constructiOn 12 ships; 6 of these are still on the stocks, while on 
the other 6 the work on the interior is being completed. To these will be 
added in Apn1 the 7 new ships provided for, so that· there will be in all 19 
ships under construction, namely: Nine battle ships ( Wittelsbach, Wettin, 
Zah1"ingen, Schwaben, Mecklenburg, H, L K, L); 3 armored cruisers (Prinz 
Adalbe1·t, Ersatz K&nig Wilhelm, Ersatz Kaise1·)j_ 6 small cruisers ( G, H, I, K, 
L, E1·satz Ziete?t); 1 gunboat (B) . (Gunboat .JJ, provided for in the naval 
budget, is outside of the naval programme.) 

C01d:PARISON OF SHIPS. 

Battle ships, including ooast-defe?tSe vessels. 

UNITED STATES. 

1. Indiana. 
2. Oregon. 
3. Iowa. 
4. Massachusetts. 
f). Texas. 
6. Puritan. 
7. T error. 
8. Mian.tonomoh. 
9. Monterey. 

10. Monadnock. 
11. Amphitrite. 
12. Kearsarge. 
13, Kentucky. 
14. Alabama. 
15. illinois. 
16. Wisconsin. 
17. Arkansas. 
18. Florida. 
19. Nevada. 
20. Wyoming. 
21. Maine, finished September, 1903. 
22. Missouri1 finished February, 1903. 
23. Ohio, flmshed February, 1003. 
24. Virginia, finished May, 1004. 
25. Nebraska, finished July, 1004. 
26. Georgia, finished July, 1904. 
27. New Jersey, finished February, 

100!. 
28. Rhode Island, finished February, 

1004. 

GERMA:ro.ry. 

1. Sachsen,reconstl'1lc~d battle ship, 
7,400 tons. 

2. Bayern, reconstl'1lcted battleship, 
· 7,400 tons. -

3. Wm·temburg, reconstructed bat
tle ship, 7,400 tons. 

4. Baden, reconsti'1lcted battle ship, 
7 400 tons. 

5. Old~nburg, reconstructed battle 
ship,_ 5t.200 tons. · · 

6. Siegtriea, coast-defense, steel, low
freeboard ironclad, 3,495 tons. 

7. Beowulf, coast-defense, steel, low
freeboard ironclad, 3,495 tons. 

8. Frithjof, coast-defense, steel, low
freeboard ironclad, 3,495 tons. 

9. Hildebrand, coast-defense~ steel, 
low - freeboard ironclaa, 3,495 
tons. · · 

10. Heimdall, coast-defense, steel, low
freeboard ironclad, 3,495 tons. 

ll. Hagen, coast-defense, steel, low
freeboard ironclad, 3,495 tons. 

12. Aegir, coast-defense, steel, low
freeboard ironclad, 3,754 tons. 

13. Odin,coast-<lefense, steel, low-free
board ironclad, 3 754 tons. 

14. Brandenburg, battle ship, 10,033 
tons. ., · 

15. Kmfurst Friedrich Wilhelm, bat
tle ship, 10,033 tons. 

16. Weissenburg, battle ship, 10,033 
tons. · 

17. Worth, battle ship, 10,033 tons. 
18. Kaiser Friedrich ill, battle ship, 

ll,130 tons. 
19. Kaiser Wilhelm II, battle ship, 

ll,IBO tons. 
00. Kaiser Wilhelm der Grosse, battle 

ship, 11,130 tons. 
21. Kaiser Barbarossa, battle ship, 

11,130 tons. 
2'2. Kaiser Karl der Grosse, battle 

ship, 11,130 tons. 
23. Wittelsbach, battle ship, 12,000 

tons, finished 1903. 
24. Wettin, battle ship, 12,000 tons, 

finished 1903. 
25. Zahringen., battle ship, 12,000 tons, 

finished 1903. 
26. Schwaben, battle ship, 12,000 tons, 

~shed1903. 
27. Mecklenburg, battle ship, 12,000 

tons, finished 1903. 
End of ~rogramme of_l898. 

B-eginning of Ge1·ma1L p~·ogratnme of 190<!.-28 H battle ship, 13 090 tons, 
finished 1904-; f9 .T, battleship, 13,000 ~ns, finished 19W; JKJ K, bat~le Shlj,;}!%000 
tons, finished 1905; .'11 L, battle ship, 13,000 tons fimshed 1905; 82 ed 
1906; 38, finished 1906; 84, finished 1907; 35, finished 1907; 36, finished 1908; 37, 
finished 1908; 38, finished 1908, or probably 1907. 

XXXV-346 

First and seoond rate cn~isers (more or less armored). 

UNITED STATES. 

1. NewYork. 
2. Brooklyn. 
3. Pennsylvania, finished February, 

1904. 
4. West Virginia, finished February, 

1904. 
5. California finishedFebruary,1004. 
6. Coloradotftnished February, 1904. 
7. Mary lana, finished February, 1904. 
8. South Dakota, finished February, 

1904. 
9. Columbia. 

10. Minneapolis. 
11. Olympia. 
12. Chicago. 
13. St. Louis, date of delivery un

known. 
14. Milwaukee, finished April, 1004. 
15. Charleston. 

GERMANY. 

1. Kaiser, iron, 7,676 tOns, 
2. Deutschland, 7,676 tons. 
3. Kaiserin Augusta, 6,300 tons. 
4. Hertha, 5..1650 tons. 
5. Victoria Luise, 5,650 tons. 
6. Freya, 5,650 tons. 
7. Hansa, 5,650 tons. 
8. Vineta, 5,650 tons. 
9. Fiirst Bismarck, 10,650 tons. 

10. Prinz Heinrich, 8,868 tons. 
11. Prinz Adalbert, 8,800 tons. 
12. Ersatz Konig Wilhelm, 8,800 tons. 

Cruise1·s. 
UNITED STATES, 

1. Baltimore. 
2. Philadelphia. 
3. Newark. 
4. San Francisco. 
5. Albany. 
6. New Or leans. 
7. Cincinnati. 
8. Raleigh. 
9. Atlanta. 

10. Boston. 
11. Detroit. 
12. Montgomery. 
13. Mar bTehead. 
14. Manila. 
15. B9nnington. 
16. Concora. 
17. Yorktown. 
18. Dolphin. 
19. Wilmington. 
20. Helena. 
21. Nashville. 
22. Castine. 
23. Machias. 
24. Don Juan de Austria. 
25. Isla de Luzon. 
26. Isla de Cuba.. 
27. Alert. 
28. R anger. 
29. Annapolis. 
00. Vicksburg. 
31. Wheeling. 
32. Marietta. 
33. Newport. 
34. Princeton. 
35. Petrel. 
36. Bancroft. 
37. Chattanooga, finished January, 

1903. 
38. Cleveland, finished August, 1002. 
39. Denver1 finished October, 1902. 
40. Des Momes, finished July, 1902. 
fl. Galveston, finished June, 1903. 
42. Tacoma, finished October, 190'2. 
43. GunboatNo.16, unknown. 

GERMANY. 

1. Zietan, unprotected, 975 tons. 
2. Arkona~ unprotected, 2,3'i0 tons. 
3. Alexanarine, unprotected, 2,370 

tons. -
4. Blitz, unprotected, 1,382 tons. 
5. Pfeil unprotected, 1,382 tons. 
6. Greif, unprotected, 1,970 tons. 
7. Meteor, torpedo-gun vessel, 94G 

tons. 
8. Komet, torpedo-gun vessel, 940 

tons. 
9. Wacht, torpedo-gun vessel, 1,250 

- tQns. 
10. Jagd, torpedo-gun vessel, 1,250 

tons. 
ll. Schwalbe, unprotected, 1,120 tons. 
12. Sperber, unprotected, 1,120 tons. 
13. Bussard, protective deck, 1,580 

tons. 
14. Falke, protective deck, 1,580 tons. 
15. Kormoran, protective deck, 1,640 

tons. 
16. Kondor, protective deck, 1640 

tons. 
17. Seeadler, protective deck, 1,640 

tons. 
18. Geier, protective deck, 1,776 tons. · 
19. Irene, protective deck, 4,400 tons. 
20. Prinzess Wilhelm, pro t e c t i v o 

deck, 4,400 tons. 
21. Gefion, protective deck, 4,108 tons. 
22. Hela, protective deck, 2,000 tons. 
23. Gazelle, protective deck, 2,645 

tons. 
24. Niobe, protective deck, 2,645 tons. 
25. Nymphe, protective deck, 2,645 

tons. · 
26. Thetis, protective deckt.2,645 tons. 
27. Ariadne, protective aeck, 2,645 

tons. · 
28. Medusa, protective deck, 2,645 

tons. 
29. Amazona, protective deck, 2,645 

tons. 
30. G. 
31. H. 
32. J. 
33. K. 
34. L. 
35. M. 
36. N. 

Additional vessels not oounted in list.-Hohenzollern, unprotected, 4,187 
tons; Bre1nse, protective deck, 866 tons; Brummer, protective deck, 866 tons; 
Jaguar, steel deck, 895 tons; Iltis, steel deck, 895 tons; Tige1·, steel deck, 895 
tons; IAwhs, steel deck, 895 tons; A, unprotected, 895 tons; Habicht. unpro. 
tected, 84.8 tons; Wol:f, unprotected, 489 tons; Hyane, unprotected, 489 tons; 
Pelf/Can, unprotected, 2,360 tons; Viper, armored gunboat; iron, 1,109 tons; 
Wespe, armored gunboat, iron, 1,109 tons; B'ienne, armored gunboat, iron, 
1,109 tons; Skm-pion, armored gunboat, iJ:on, 1,109 tons; Mucke, armored gun
boat, iron, 1,109 tons; Basilisk, armored gunboat, iron, 1,109 tons; Camaleon, 
armored gunboat, iron, 1,109 tons; Crocodil, armored gunboat, iron, 1,109 
tons; Natte1·, armored gunboat, iron, 1,109 tons; Salamande1·, armorea gun
boat, iron, 1,109 tons; Humntel, armored gunboat, iron, 1,109 tons. 

UNITED STATES TRAINING VESSELS. GERMAN TRAINING FLEET. 

Topeka. 
Prairie. 
Lancaster. 
Hartford. 
Yankee. 
Buffalo. 
Dixie. 
P anther. 

Marie, iron, unprotected, 2,370 tons. 
Sophie, iron, unprotected, 2,169 tons. 
Olga, iron, unprotected, 2,169 tons. 
Stein, iron, unprotected, 2,856 tons. 
Moltke, iron, unprotected, 2,856 tons. 
Stosch, iron, unprotected, 2,856 tons. 
Blucher, iron, unprotected, 2,856 tons. 
Carola, iron, unprotected, 2,178 tons. 
Charlotte, iron, unprotected, 3,222 

tons. 
Mars, iron, unprotected, 3,333 tons. 
Nixe, iron, unprotected, 1,760 tons. 

Besides, there are 5 old iron-armored ships comparable to United States 
old monitors. 

A number of small and old vessels, not suitable for war purposes, have 
been omitted. 

No account has been given of torpedo boats and destroyers, as Germany 
has four times the force of the United States in this r egard. 

Captain, United States N"avy, 
Chief InteUigence Officer. 
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GERMAN SHIPS UNDER CONSTRUCTION IN 1001. 

The principal data of the ships under construction during the year 1901 are given in the following table: 

A. BATTLE SHIPS. 

Kaiser Wilhelm der Grosse _________ .!' _______ _ 

Kaiser Barbarossa - ----- - -------------------
Kaiser Karl der Grosse----------------------
Wittel bach---------------------------------
Wettin . ---------------------------------------
Zahringen ------------ ______ ------.-----------

~~~:~~~-~ ~ ~ ~~~~~ ~~~~== = ~~~===~~~==~ ~===~~~ 
H.-----------------------------------.--------
J ----------------------------------------------

B. ARMORED CRUISERS. 

Prinz Heinrich_------------------------------
Prinz Adalbert._----- __ __ ---------- _________ _ 
Ersatz Konig Wilhelm _________________ ------

c. PROTECTED CRUISERS. 

Thetis. _----- ••.... ------_----------------- •.•. 
Ariadne .. ----- •.••.• -----------·-------------
Medusa __ ----· •••....... ------ ••...• ----------
Ama.zone _____ ----------------------------- .•.• 
G ----------------------.----------------------
H----.---- -- ------------------- .... ------------
J -------------------------------- --·-- ----------

D. GU1\T]l0.A.T. 

Panther_._ .•.. ___ ------ ---··· •••.• : ----.-----

Tons. 
11,150 
11150 
11:150 
11,832 
11,832 
11,832 
11,832 
11,832 
12,800 
12,800 

8,900 
9,000 
9,000 

2,660 
2,660 
2,660 
2,660 
2,700 
2,700 
2,700 

980 

Knots. 
18 
18 
18 
18 
18 
18 
18 
18 
19 
19 

Laying of keel. Launching. Date of completion. 

Januaryi1898 -------- June 1,1899 ___________ March,1901 ----------
August\.898. _________ Apr.21,1900 ---------- March,1901 ----------
Septemoer, 1898 ______ Oct.18,1899 ..•...• ____ l~'all of 190L ----------
September, 1899.----- July 3,1900. _ ___ _ _ ____ End of 1902 ..... ------
October,1899 ......... June 6.1901 ___ _____________ do----------------
November,1899 ______ June 12,1901. ______________ do----------------
May,1900 _____________ Nov. ?J..190L __________ Beginning of 1903 .... 
November_.. 1900. _. ___ Aug . .tZ, 190L _____ . ___ End of 1903. _________ _ 
Fall of 1901 ---------- ---------------- ____ ____ End of 1904 ..... ------

-. _ --- ---- _. --- _ ---- ________ ---- _. ______ ----. ______ _ .do _______________ _ 

Where built. 

Germa.nia. 
Schichau. 
Blohm & Voss. 
Wilhelmsha ven. 
Schichau. 
Germani.a. 
Vulkan. 
Wilhelmsha ven. 
Germania. 
Schichau. 

00.5 December,1898 ------ Mar. 22,1901. __ _______ Beginning of 1902 .... Kiel. 
21 July,1900 _____________ June22,190L _________ End of 1900 -- · ------- Do. 
21 Summer of 1901 _____ ------------------------ ------~----------------- Blohm & Voss. 

21 September, 1899----- July3,1900 ___________ Fallof190L __ _____ __ _ 
21 December, 1899 _ _ ____ Aug.1G,l900 _____ ----- Summer of IOOL ____ _ 
21 June, 1900 ____________ Dec.5,1900 ----------- Fall of 190L _________ _ 
21 December, 1899 ------ Oct.6,1900 ____________ Summer of 1901. ____ _ 
21.5 Summer of 1901 .. ____ ------------------------ 1903.------------------21.5 ____ .do-------------- ___ ----- _ ----- _. ______________ .do _. _____________ _ 
21.5 _____ do--------------------------------··~----- _____ do-------··-------

13. 51 July, 1000 • • • . • • • • • . . . Apr .1,1901 . . • . •• • . . . . Beginning oflOOL .. 

Danzig. 
Weser. 

Do. 
Germ.ania. 
Weser. 

Do. 
Howaldt. 

Danzig. 

Hence, there were under construction 00 large ships,_ with an aggregate t.onnage of 155,800, aside from the two torpedo-boat divisions building at 
Schichau's and at the Germania Works, of which S. 108 ana S. 109 have been launched at Kiel and S. 102 to 107at Elbing. 

THE N.A. V Al;t AND MILITARY RECORD, JANUARY 231 1902, OF THE GERMAN 
NAVY. 

During last year four ironclads-the Wetting, the Zahringen, the Schwa
ben, and the Mecklenbtt1·g-were launched for the German navy. The other 
German launchings in 1901 comprised the large cruiser Prince Adalbert, the 
Panthe1· (gunboat), and several torpedo-boat destroyers. The Panthe1· was 
launched at Dantzic and the destroyers at Kiel and Elbing. 

As regards further additions now in progress for the German navy, two 
ironclads-the Kaiser Karl de1· (rrosse and the Wittelsbach-a.re almost com
pleted, as is also the armor-plated cruiser P rince Heim-ich. The coast guard 
shlps-Heimdall, H ildebrand, and Beotvulf-a.re being modified at Kiel and 
Dantzic and will soon be again ready for service. 

Four German ironclads of the Brandenburg type are about to be modified. 
Their boilers are to be changed, and throughout each ship wood is to be 
replaced by steel as far as possible; steel tables and other steel furniture 
are even to be introduced. The ventilation of the four ironclads is to be 
improved and aerin lance torpedo tubes are to be replaced by submarine 
tubes. 

The introduction of submarine boats into the German navy has been in
definitely postponed. 

NAVY DEP .ARTMENT' 
BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR, 

April1, 1902. 

Vessels unde1· construction, United States Navy. 

No. Name. Speed. Builder. 

Degree of com-
pletion. 

Mar.1. Apr.1. 

BATTLE SHIPS. 
Knots. Per ct. Pe~- ct. 

10 Maine---·--------- 18 Cramp & Sons _______________ 84, 87 
11 Missouri.--------- - 18 N ewport News Co---·------ 58 60 
12 Ohio--------------- 18 Union Iron Works---------- 55 56 
13 Virginia. ---------- 19 Newport News Co---------- 0 0 
14 N ebraska--------- 19 Moran Brothers' Co _________ 0 0 
15 Georgia------ ----- 19 Bath Iron Works ______ ------ 7 8 
16 New Jersey------- 19 Fore RiverS. and E. Co _____ 7 7 
17 Rhode Island ______ 19 _____ do ________________________ 7 7 

.A.R.liORED CRUIS· 
ERS. 

4 Penns~lvania ----- 22 Cramp & Sons _______________ 17 19 
5 West irginia __ . _ 22 Newport News Co ---------- 10 13 
6 California_-------- 22 Union Iron Works-----·---- 1 4 
7 Colorado---------- 22 Cramp & Sons ______ --------- 20 22 
8 Ma1tbland. -------- 22 Newport News Co---------- 9 12 
9 Sou Dakota _____ 22 Union Iron Works---------- 1 4 

PROTECTED CRUIS-
ERS. 

14 Denver------------ 17 Neafle & Levy _______________ 74 77 
15 Des Moines ________ 17 Fore RiverS. & E.Co ---- --- 65 67 
16 Chattanooga------ 17 Lewis Nixon- --------------- 56 58 
17 Galveston--------- 17 ~~~:h~:u~~ki:i~=~~::~== 53 56 
18 Tacoma-- --------- 17 40 41 
19 Cle•eland _________ 17 Bath Iron Works ____________ 76 78 
20 St. Louis---·------ 22 Neafie & Levy _____ __________ 3 3 

Vessels unde1· constt-uction, United States .Navy-Continued. 

No. Name. 

PROTECTED CRUIS
ERS--continued. 

21 Milwaukee--------
22 Charleston--------

MO?\~TORS. 

7 Arkansas _________ _ 
8 Nevada ______ ------
9 Florida------------

10 Wyoming---------

TORPEDO· BOAT DE
STROYERS. 

1 Bainbridge _______ _ 
2 Barry _____________ _ 

3 Chauncey---------
4 Dale---------------

~ ~~t~==~~~~=~~~~ 
8 Lawrence---------9 MacDonough _____ _ 

10 Paul Jones--------

g ~~~fJe~==~=~~~~~~~~ 
13 Stewart-----------14 Truxtun __________ _ 
15 Whipple ___ _______ _ 
16 Worden-----------

TORPEDO BOATS. 

19 Stringham--------
20 Goldsborough ____ _ 
27 Blakely_--·-- _____ _ 
28 DeLeng __________ _ 
29 Nicholson---------
30 O'Brien-----------
33 Thornton---------

~ ~II~~~===~==~~=~~ 
SUBMARINE TOR

PEDO EOATS. 

1 Plunger-----------
3 Adder-------------4 Grampus _________ _ 
5 Moccasin ____ .-----
6 Pike---------------
7 Porpoise----------
8 Shark-------------

Speed. Builder. 

Knots. 
22 Union Iron Works--------- -
22 Newport News Co------ ___ _ 

12 Newport-News Co----------
12 Bath Iron Works ___________ _ 
12 Lewis Nixon ___ __ __________ _ _ 
12 Union Iron Works _________ _ 

29 Neafie & Levy ______________ _ 
29 _____ do--------------------·---29 ____ .do ___________________ -----
28 Wm. R. Trigg Co-----------
29 Harlan & Hollingsworth __ _ 
29 _____ do-------- --- - ______ -- --- -
30 Fore RiverS. & E. Co------30 _____ do ________ _______ ___ _____ _ 

29 Unionh·on Works--------- -
29 _____ do---~ ---- -- ------------- -29 __ __ .do _______________________ _ 

29 Gas E. & P. Co-- -- ----------

~ -~~:!~~~-~~~~-~~~~~=~==~~ 
30 _____ do------ ____ ------- --- --- -

30 Harlan & Hollingsworth ___ _ 
30 Wolf & Zwicker _____ _______ _ 
26 Geo. Lawley & Son _________ _ 
26 ____ .do ___ _____________ ---- ----
26 LewisNixon ________________ _ 
26 _____ do _______________________ _ 

: ~~~bi;~1~~o~0works=~~== 
26! Gas E. & P. Co --- -----------

8 Lewis Nixon·-------------~ --8 _____ do _______________________ _ 

8 Union Iron Works----------8 LewisNixon ____________ ____ _ 
8 Union Iron Works- ---------8 LewisNix.on ________________ _ 
8 _____ do------ ---------- --- -----

Degree of com
pletion. 

Mar.l. Apr.l. 

Per ct. Pe1· ct. 
0 0 
1 2 

92 
92 
88 
80 

99 
97 
98 
98 
82 
81 
99 
98 
85 
89 
87 
65 
86 
83 
83 

98 
93 
98 
98 
97 
98 
98 
74 
94 

80 
98 
62 
96 
57 
9'Z 
88 

94 
93 
90 
81 

99 
99 
99 
98 
8<! 
82 
99 
98 
77 
93 
90 
66 

85 
85 

98 
94 
98 
98 
97 
98 
98 
74 
96 
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Number and displacement of vessels of dijfe1'ent classes, built and building, fo?' 

the si.1: principal 11.a:val powe1·s, November 1, 1901. 

UNITED STATES. 

Type. 

Battle ships, first class (above 10,(XX) tons)_ 
Other battle ships and coast-defense iron-clads __________ ..... ________ ____________ ... 
Armored cruisers ______ ---------- ____ ------
Protected cruisers, first class (above 6,<XX> tons) ___ . ___________ ___ ___________________ _ 

Built. 

No. Tons. 

9 

8 
2 

2 

99,830 

3<1,575 
17,415 

U,750 

Building. 

No. Tons. 

8 

3 

111,700 

12,856 
82,800 

28,800 
Protected cruisers, second class (3,000 to 6,000 tons) ..... ____________________________ 12 47,100 6 18,600 
Unprotected cruisers (above 1,000 tons) __ 28 53,875 ------- - ----------

16 
9 

6,695 
1,724 

Gunboats (below 1,000 tons)--------------- 10 7,875 -------- _______ __ 
Torpedo-boat destroyers ___________________ ------------------
Torpedo boats, first class (above 100 tons). 21 3,305 
Torpedo boats, second class (below 100 

s;~:~rine-boat8==============~~=========== y ~ ------7' ----- ·sm 
Training vessels ... ------------------------- 8 24,740 -------- ----------

Total displacement .. ------------------w71~ -----w-~ 
Total built and building ............ . 1~7,840tons. 

GREAT :BRITAIN. 

Battle ships, first cia...~ (abov-e 10,00) tons)_ 
Other battle ships and coast-defense iron-

clads----------·-----.---------------------
Armored cruisers-------------------------
Protected cruisers, first class (above 6,000 tons) . _____ . ___________________________ __ _ 
Protected cruisers, second class (3,000 to 

6,<XJO tons) ........ _____ .... ------ ..... ____ _ 
Protected cruisers, third class (below 3,0CO 

tons) ____ ------------ ...... __________ . ____ _ 
Unprotected cruisers (above 1,000 tons) __ 
Gunboats (below 1,000 tons)-- ----- ------ --
Torpedo-boat destroyers. ____ .... ______ .... 
Torpedo boats, first class (above 100 tons)_ 
Torpedo boats, second class (below 100 

s~:'~rine'bOO.ts======= ====== ====== ==== ==== Training vessels ............ ------------ ... . 

Total displacement ______ ------ _. ____ _ 

Total built and building-------------

42 

29 
19 

21 

54 

40 
22 
64 
ill 
77 

89 
1 
9 

557,800 

201,950 

238,320 

11 

2 

163,500 

11,760 

92, 085 2 5, 800 
29, 890 6 6, 880 

~:~ -----~- ""i8;500 
4,590 6 900 

3,175 
120 

6,005 
4 400 

578 1, 583, 00) 105 433,020 
1 ----~----~----~----

683--2,016,025 tons. 

FRANCE. 

Battle ships, first class (above 10,<XX> tons). 
Other battle ships and coast-defense iron-

clads . _____ ...... ------.------ ....... ------
Armored cruisers ______ ...... _ ..... ____ ... . 
Protected cruisers, first class (above 6,000 tons) ______ .... ___________________________ _ 
Protected cruisers, second class (3,000 to 

6,000 tons) ___________ .... ...... __ .... ____ .. 
Protected cruisers, third class (below 3,000 · tons) .. ______________ ...... ____ ...... ____ __ 
Unprotected cruisers (above 1,000 tons) __ 
Gunboats (below 1,000 tons)---------------
Torpedo-boatdestroyers ..... ------ ______ __ 

19 

25 
10 

20 

15 
15 
22 
12 
44 

21U,275 3 41,790 

84,500 

~·~ -------- ---------
~:~ =====;,= =====i;~ 
5,680 -------- ----------Torpedo boats, first class (above 100 tons). 

Torpedo boats, second class (below 100 

s~~l:iiie'i>OaiS=========================== 
1

~ lf:m ~ ~:m Training vessels .................. _ ..... ____ 9 36,175 ____ .... ____ . ____ _ 

Total displacement . •....•.•••. ___ ~ .. _ --a88!"634.870 ----oo-~ 
Total built and building------------- ~7S--816,000 tons. 

GERMANY. 

Battle ships, .first class (above 10,000tons). 
Other battle ships and coast-defense iron-

clads .. _--- ... ___ .. ____ ...... _ .. _______ .. __ 
Armored cruisers ________________________ __ 
Protected cruisers, first class (above 6,000 tons) ______ _______________________________ _ 

· Protected cruisers, second class (3,000 to 
6,000tons) ____ -------- ___________________ _ _ 

Protected cruisers, third class (below 3,000 tons) _____________________________________ _ 
Unprot~cted cruisers (above 1,000 tons) __ 
Gunboats (b elow 1,000tons) -------- --- ----
Torpedo-boat destroyers-------------- ___ _ 
Torpedo boats, first class (above 100tons) . 
Torpedo boats, second class (below 100 

T~~nlivesseiS::~=== ====== ============ ~=== 
Total displacement------------------

Total built and building ___________ __ 

9 

13 
5 

6 

3 

13 
12 
13 
28 
23 

109 
8 

95,782 

36,800 

12,908 

7 86,000 

~·m -- ---~- ----~~~ 
10'005 
8:475 -----T -----2;450 
3,500 -------- ----------

8,050 
21,910 

----------1----
242 359,135 20 117,250 

1---~---~----~~----
262-476,385 tons. 

Numhe1· and displacement of vessels of dijJe1·ent classes, etc.-Continued. 
JAPAN. 

Built. Building. 

T~~ I I 
-----------------I--N_o_. ___ T_o_ns_. ___ N_o_. ___ T_o_ns_. _ 

Battle ships, first class (above 10,000 tons). 
Other battle ships and coast-defense iron-

clads ______ . --- _ .. ___ .. -----.-----. __ --- ----
Armored cruisers ______ --- -----------------
Protected cruisers, second class (3,000 to 

6,<XX> tons) ....... ______ .. ------------------
Protected cruisers, third class (below 3,000 

tons) .. ____ .. ---- ------ .. -- --.------------ -
Unprotected cruisers (above 1,000 tons) __ _ 
Gunboats (below 1,000 tons)---------------
Torpedo-boat destroyers ....... _ .. ___ . ____ _ 

6 

5 
7 

10 

4 
11 
13 
11 
12 

84,800 

17,505 
60,855 

41,4S5 

10,670 
16,175 

7,545 
3,180 
1,610 

2 6,400 

10 1,420 Torpedo boats, first class (a hove 100 tons) _ 
Torpedo boats, second class (below 100 

~~:k!ivesseiS~======~===~=====~=====--=~== _1 ~:~ ~-----~~- -------~~ 
Total displacement___________________ 152 2o"1,100 24 8,680 

Total built and building_____________ 17~259, 780 to,llS. 

RUSSIA. 

Battle ships, first class (above 10,000 tons) _ 
Other battle ships and coast-defen...~ iron-

clads -------------- ______ -------- _____ -----
Armored cruisers _______ _______ __ ________ _ _ 
Protected cruisers, first class (above 6, 000 tons) ______ . ______________________________ _ 
Protected cruisers, second class (3, 000 to 

6, 000 tons) ..... ____________________ .... __ __ 
Unprotected cruisers (above 1,000 tons) __ _ 
Gunboats (below 1,<XX> tons) ______________ _ 
Torpedo-boat destroyers .. __ .... __ .. __ . ___ _ 
Torpedo boats, first class (above 100 t<>nsL 
Torpedo boats, second class (below 100 

tons) . --------- ...... ----.-----------.-----
Total displacement __________________ _ 

Total built and building-------------

.AUSTRIA. 

13 

24 
12 

5 

5 
19 
11 
21 
39 

128 

149,375 

119 305 oo;sm 
32,890 

18,330 
29,020 
6,290 
5,970 
4,675 

5,900 

?:17 462,315 

6 81,000 

5 31,000 

3 9,7'00 

00 10,350 
27 3,300 

3 270 

74 136,220 

351-598,535 tons. 

Battle ships,fir!'Jt c~.ss (above 10,000 tons).-----------------
Other battle ships and coast-defense iron-

clads ______ ..... _____ ---------------------- 16 69,630 

1 10,000 

Armored cruisers-------------------------- 2 11,520 
Protect~d cruisers, se:cond class (3,000 to 

2 16,600 
1 7,400 

6,000 tons) ..... _____________ .. _______ . ___ __ 
Protected cruisers, third class (below 3,000 tons) _____________________________________ _ 
Unprotected cruisers (above 1,000 tons) __ 
Gunboats (below 1,<XX> tons)--------------
Torpedo boats,first ·class (above lOOtons). 
Torpedo boats, ·second class (below 100 

Tr~~i-YesseiB:::: == ====== =========== = ==== 

1 

3 
8 

13 
6 

63 
2 

4,065 

6,445 
12,960 
-6350 

'700 

1 2,440 

--------------
Total displacement------------------ 114 122,160 5 36,520 

'l'otal built and building _ .... _ .. _ .. __ 

ITALY. 

Battle ships, first class (above 10,000 tons)_ 
Other battle ships and coast-defense iron-clads .. ---- __________ .. __________________ __ 
Armored cruisers .. ___ . __ ...... ___ ....... __ 
Protected cruisers, first class (above 6,000 tons) .. ___________________________________ _ 
Protected cruisers, second class (3,000 to 6,<XX> tons) ________________________________ _ 
Protected cruisers, third class (below 3,000 

tons)------ ____ . _____ . _____ . _________ . ____ _ 
Unprotected cruisers (above 1,000 tons) __ 
Gunboats (below 1,000 tons) _____ ----------
Torpedo-boat destroyers. ______ ------------
TOl.-pedo boats, first class (above 100 tons)_ 
Torpedo boats, second class (below 100 

tons) ... --- ------ ___________ ..... ____ .. __ __ 
Submarine boats----------------------- ___ _ 

1 -----L-----L----~---

5 

7 
8 

2 

5 

12 
7 

14 
7 

11 

131 
1 

119-158,680 tons. 

56,205 

00,955 

17,550 

4 52,250 

00,100 -------- ----------
8,630 -------- ----------

10,085 
2,m1 ------6- ----·i;sso 
1,400 -------- ----------

Total displacement ___________________ ~279,815~~~ 

Total built and building------------- 222-----348,745 tons. 

SUPPLEMENT TO" COMPARATIVE COST OF DOCKYARD-BUILT .AND COXTRACT· 
BU1LT SHIPS .ABROAD." 

[A copy of which was furnished to the chairman of the House committee 
April4, 1900.] 

The information herein contained has been compiled from the official bud
gets of England, France, and Germany for 190'2. It brings down to date the 
actual cosf:s of docky~rd-built and contract-built ships, or the estimated costs 
of su_ch shiJ.>S as modified by the work done during the last two years. The 
En~lis? estimates are usually accurate, but those of France are subject to 
varmt10n. In Germany the cost has been estimated by taking the sum of 
part~l payments, these generally extending, in the case of battle ships over 
a per1od of four years. ' 
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ENGLAND. 

Name. Class. 

Ships ln1-ilt in Gov-
ernment dock-yards. 

F ormidable _________ Battle ship . . 

fr:-~!r;ti~f: ~ ~~~~ ~~~~ ~~~~ ~~~ ~ ~~~~~~ 
London -- ----------- _____ do ______ _ 
Venerable---------- .•... do ______ _ 
Bulwark,.- --------- _____ do ______ _ 
Albemarle---------- _____ do ______ _ 

~~~~~~~= ~~~~====~= ==~~ =~~ = ~ ~~~~= Prince of Wales- - -- _____ do ______ _ 

~~i~~~~~~-~~-== ·a~:Js~i.-===~= 
Kent---------------- _____ do ______ _ 
Essex _________ ------ _____ do-------
Suffolk ___________________ do_ ..... . 
Cornwall ____________ _____ do-------
Devonshire--------- _____ do ______ _ 
S~artiateb -------- _____ do ______ _ 

~n~~~f:~======~~~~= ~~~~~~~ ~ =~~~== 
~!~l~~~ :.~==~=~~~== =~~~=~~ ~~~~~~~ 
Odin a--------------- _____ do ----- --
M~rlin a __________________ do ______ _ 
Cadmus ····-------- _____ do ______ _ 
Clio----------------- .... . do ...... . 

Ships built in pri-
vate yards. 

Dis
place
ment. 

Tons. 

Yard. Cost. 

15,000 Portsmouth---------- £1,023,537 
15,000 Devonport ____________ 988,562 
15,000 Chatham______________ 1,038,829 
15,000 Portsmouth ---------- 1,039,141 
15,000 Chatham______________ 1,061,786 
15,000 Devonport____________ 003,443 
14,000 Chatham______________ 1, 007,489 
14,000 Devonport____________ 1,013,437 
15,000 _____ do - ---- ------------ ------------
15,000 Chatham __ ____________ ------------
16 350 Devonport ____________ -------- -- --
14:100 Pembroke---- -------- 974,320 

9,800 Portsmouth--------- - 694,895 
9,800 P embroke ------------ 699,274 
9,800 Portsmouth---------- 759,144 
9,800 Pembroke- ----------- 730,899 

10,200 Chatham-------------------------
11,000 P embroke____________ 636,141 

5,880 Chatham ·-- ----------- 381,L31 
5 880 Devonport____________ 398,971 
1:010 Sheerness------------ · 16,509 
1,070 _____ do_________________ 90,025 
1,070 _____ do ______ .___________ 82,767 
1 ,070 _____ do_________________ 91,928 
1,070 ____ .do _____________________ ---- ___ _ 
1,070 .•••• do _________________ ------------

Albion"------------- Battleship .. 12,950 ThamesironWorks.. 857,888 
Vengeance~-------- .•.. . do _______ 12,950 Vickers's - --- --- ----- - 828,350 
Duncan ------ ------- _____ do------- 14,000 Thames Iron Works. . 1,003, 778 
Cornwallis ________ __ ..... do _______ 14,000 ____ _ do_________________ 1,004,477 
Exmouth----------- _____ do .••.... 14,000 Laird Bros____________ 1,02"2,082 
Russell . __________________ do_ ...... 14,000 Palmer's _ ----- ____ ____ 1,026, 292 
Dominion _____ ···-·- _____ do------- 16,350 _____ do_---------------- ___________ _ 
Commonwealth---- __ ___ do _______ 16,350 _____ do _________________ ------------
Leviathan---------- Cruiser----- 14,100 Brown & Co---··----- 1,001,857 

~:~ ~~~:d ~~~~~~~= =~~~=~~-~~~~=~~ 1~;~ ~~~~~;~~s-~=====~===~~ ~:~~ 
Aboukirt ___ __ ______ ____ _ do _______ 7,840 Fairfield's --·-----·--- 744,788 
Cressyg ----- ____ do_______ 7,840 _____ do_________________ 749,247 

r~D~=~~~~~~~ ~=dL~~~= J:m !tE:~ :~~=~~~~=~~ ~:m 
Monmouth ______________ _ do------- 9,800 L. & G. Co------------ 666,288 
Bedford. ______ ------ ____ .do_______ 9, 800 Fairfield __ ------------ 681,768 
Berwick------------ _____ do------- 9,800 Beardmore & Co----- 726,441 
Cumberland _____________ do_______ 9,800 L. & G. Co------------ 713,058 
Donegal------------ _____ do_______ 9,800 Fairfield______________ 704,561 
Lancaster---------- _____ do_______ 9,800 Armstrong----------- 716,770 

I&"~'";::~~~~~::~~ ~=JL~~~~ ~~~~ ~~~~ ~ ~ ~ =~~ = ~~~~== =~:~== ~~~~~~ : ~ ~~~~: ~ ~~:= 
Camaron _____ . ----- --- -.do_------ ____ ---- ------------------------- _ ----- _ -----

~~:~~~~~- ~~~= =~ ==== ~~~~ ~~~ ~: ~~~~~ ~=~~ ~=== = =~=== = =~ ~=--======== ==== = = = ==== = ===== Rinaldo .. _____ _______ Sloop________ 980 Laird Bros __ __________ 63,774 
Teal a--------------- Gunboat____ 180 Yarrow-------------- - 25,818 
Moorhen •- ______________ .do_ .. ____ 180 ____ .do-------------____ 25,815 

Ships built in Gov
ernment dock-yards. 

Republ~ue --------- Battle ship __ 

"f~~n b -~==~:====== :: =~=~~ ::::::: 
JulesFerry --------- Ar~ored 

cruiSer. 
Leon Gambetta ____ . ____ _ do-------
Victor Hugo _____________ do ______ _ 
Dupetit Thouarsh __ _____ do-------

g~~al~~~-========== =====~~ ==~==== 
Gloire h --- ------- --- ----.do-------
:Marseillaise h __ ----- ____ _ do_------
Dupleix h ______ ------ _____ do-------
Jurien de la Gra- Cruiser-----

viere.h 

Ships built in p1·i
vate shipym·ds. 

Patrie. ________ ------ Battle ship . _ 
Montcalm---------- Armored 

cruiser. 

i~i.iJ.i"Aulie====== =====~g======= Desaixh - -- ------ -- -- _____ do-------
Kleber------------- - _____ do-------

FRANCE. 

Tons. 
14,865 Brest. _____ • _____ ------
8,9~ Cherbourg ___ ________ _ 

12, 728 Brest __ _______________ _ 
12,550 Cherbourg .. ·--- _____ _ 

12,550 Brest ______ -----·------12,550 Toulon _______________ _ 
9,517 ____ _ do.----------------
9,517 Lorient ---------------

10, 014 _____ do_----------------
10,014 _____ do- ------ -- --------
10,014 Brest. _____ -- -------- --

7,700 Rochefort ___ _________ _ 
5,685 Lorient ---------------

14,865 (?) -------------------- -
9,517 La Seyne ----------- --

10,014 _____ do---------------- -
10,014 St. Naza.ire -----------7,700 _____ do __________ ___ ___ _ 

7,700 Bordeaux---------- ---

lflrancs. 
85,236,042 
20,031,177 
29,889,080 
29,959,300 

29,959,300 
29,959,300 
20,484,177 
20,807,193 
22,855,066 
22,561,519 
21,523,013 
18,797,688 
11,337,439 

36,196,042 
22,570,200 

24,434,063 
24,985,&!2 
19,068,975 
19,258,033 

a Completed. b Total outstanding liability to complete, £350. 
• T otal outstanding liability to complete, £660. 
d Total outstantling liability to complete., £1,076. 
•Total outstanding liability tocompletel £132. 
fTotal outstanding liability to complete, £142. 
gTotal outstanding liability to complete, £142. 
hReady for trials. 

GERMANY. 

Name. Class. 

Ships building in 
Government yards. 

Kaiser Friederich Battle ship __ 
III. 

Kaiserin Wilhelm _____ dt ·-----
II. 

Wittelsbach -------- . •.. . do. •··---
Schwaben ---------- _____ do.------
Furst Bismarck____ Armored 

cruiser. 
Prinz H einrich __________ do ______ _ 
Prinz Adalbert __________ do-------
Vineta -------------- Prot ected 

cruiser. 

~~~~:::== = ~====~=~== ~==~=~~ = ~ ~==== 
Ships built in pri

vate shipyards. 

Dis
place
ment. 

Tons. 
11,080 

11,080 

11,800 
11,800 
10,600 

8,900 
9,000 
5,900 

5,600 
2,600 

Yard. 

Wilhelmshaven ------

____ .do_ •.••••••.••• ·-- · 

_ ____ ·do •...••.•••..••••. 
_ ____ do ...•...•... ______ 
Kiel ......•••.... ------

____ .do __ ...•• ------ ____ _ ___ _ do _________________ 

Danzig----------- -----
_ ___ _ do __ . _ ..•••. _ .. __ . _ 
____ .do _ ••••.•••.... ____ 

KaiserWilhelmder Battle ship __ 11,080 Germania Works .••.. 
Grosse. 

Kaiser Barbarossa. _____ do------- 11,080 Schichau Works _____ _ 
Kaiser Karl der _____ do ------ 11,000 Blohm & Voss _______ _ 

Grosse. 
H-------------------- _____ do _______ 12,800 Germa.nia Works ____ _ 
J -------------------- _____ do _____ __ 12,800 Schichau ______ ···-----Hansa _______________ Protected 5,900 Vulcan _______________ _ 

cruiser. 
Victoria Luise ___________ do----·--
H ertha ____ .. _____________ do __ -----
Medusa------------- _____ do ______ _ 
Amazone ----------- _____ do ______ _ 
Ariadne _______ ------ _____ do-------

~IobE~-e-=~~:====~=== =~=~=~~: :::::: 
Gazelle------------- _____ do ______ _ 

5,600 
5,600 
2,600 
2 600 
2:600 
2,600 
2,600 
2,600 

Weser __ ----------- ___ _ 
Vulcan __ ____ ------ ___ _ 
W eser ___ _____________ _ 
Germania Works ____ _ 
Weser ______ _ ----------
Germania Works ____ _ 
Weser ______ _ ------ ___ _ 
Germania Works ____ _ 

Cost. 

~Marks. 
20,010,000 

19,830,000 

22,135,000 
21,935,000 
17,210,000 

15, COO,OOO 
18,100,000 

9,250,000 

9, 11o.ooo 
5,200,000 

19,830,000 

19,960,000 
19,960,000 

23,860,000 
23,860,000 
9,250,000 

9,110,000 
9,110,000 
5,210,000 
5,210,000 
5,210,000 
4,620,000 
4,620,000 
4,620,000 

Comparative rost per ton of displacement of dockya1·d-built and contract-built 
ships. 

~ 
~ 
<%) 

a 
Name. Class. <%) 

t) 

.s p. 
-~ 
A 

ENGLAND. 
Tons. 

Implacable __________ Battle ship---------·-- 15,000 
Bulwark------------ __ ___ do _______ ___________ 15,000 
Albemarle---------- ____ _ do __________________ 14,000 
Russell ____ ---------- ____ _ do ______ ------------ 14,000 
Drake _-------------- Armored cruiser------ 14,100 
Good Hope __________ ..•... do ....•..•.•...• ____ 14,100 

FRANCE. 

~ 

~ 
.0 
~ 
(!) 

~ 

1898 
1899 
1900 
1899 
1899 
1899 

Henri IV------------ Battle ship---·-·------ 8,948 1897 
Suffren • __ ---- •. ---- _____ do. _____ -- --- -_____ _ 12,728 1899 
Dupleix _____________ Armored cruiser______ 7, 700 18W 
Desaix __ __________ c. _____ do_____________ _____ 7, 700 1899 

GERM..U.TY. 

Cost £er ton of 
disp acementof 
ships built in-

Govern-
ment Private 
dock- yard. 
yard. 

$320.27 ----------
321.87 ----------
849.72 ----------

---335:82" ---~~~ 

432.00 
453.22 

336.60 

47
1.

15 -- --47fi5 

Wittelsbach -------- Battle ship-----··----- 11,800 
11,080 

8,900 
5,900 
5,900 
2.600 
2,600 

1899 
1898 
1898 
1896 
1896 
1899 
1900 

446.40 ----------
Kaiser Barbarossa. ____ -.do.-----. __ ---. __ ---
Prinz H einrich _____ Armored cruiser _____ _ 
Vineta _____ ----- ____ Protected cruiser ____ _ 
Hansa. _ -- ------ ----- __ ___ do .. ---- ...... -----_ 
Thetis . . ------------- ---- .do ...... ------------Medusa------------- _____ do _________________ _ 

MESSAGE FROM THE SE.r ATE. 

--------- - 428.74 
401.12 ---------~ 
373.14 ----------

------ ---- 373.14 
476.00 ----- - ----

476.91 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. LOUDENSLAGER hav
ing taken the chair as Speaker pro t empore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the 
Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill H. R. 8587. 

The message also announced that the Senate haq insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (!;£. R. 13895) making appropriations 
for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal · year ending 
June 30, 1903, disagreed to by the House of Representatives; had 
agreed to the conference asked by the House of R epresentatives, 
and had appointed Mr. PROC'£OR, Mr. HANSBROUGH, and 1\!r. 
BATE as the conferees on the part of the Senate . . 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bill of 
the following title, in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

S. 5383. An act providing that the circuit court of appeals 
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States shall hold at 
least one term of said court annually in the city of Atlanta, 
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tn the State of Georgia, on the first Monday in October in each General Smith says so over his own signature, as shown by tho 

Army and Navy Journal of ten days ago. · year. 
NA. V A.L A.PPROPRIA.TION BILL. 

The committee resumed its session. 
The CHAIRMAN. The hour of 4 o'clock having arrived, gen

eral debate is closed by order of the House. The Clerk will read 
the bill. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol
lows: 

The Ame1ican, the paper from which I have read this order and 
GeneralS ith's confession, is a Republican paper, and the order 
I first re was issued by General Corbin and is found in the REC-
ORD, page 5354, a~d. fo~nd in the hearings before the Senate 
Co 'ttee on the Phihppmes, pages 1548 and 1549. 

r. Chairman, we went to war with Spain because she treated 
e Cubans just as General Smith has treated the people in Samar. 

We stopped the" fire and sword" policy in Cuba and be~m it in 
P.AY OF THE N.AVY. the Philippines by" orders" from generals who fought m Cuba, 

Pay and allowances prescribed by law of officers on sea duty; o~cers.on G l S 'th d'd 
shore and other duty; officers on waitin~ orders; officers on the retired list; as enera nn I • 
clerks to commandants of yards and· stations; clerks to paymasters at yards I should like very much to have discussed this bill, but the time 
and stations; general storekeepers, receiving ships a:nd othe:.; vessels; co!Jl- has been taken up by others in discussing this "order" of Gen-
mutation of quarters for officers on shore not. occupymg public quarte;rs, m- eral Smith. . . 
eluding boatswains, gunners, ca~nters, saJ.lmakers, .warr?-nt machinists, 
pharmacists, and mates; pay of enlis~d men O?- the retired list; ~xtra pay to I presume I may be permitted to proceed for a few minutes any-
men reenlisting under honorable discharge; mterest on depoSlts by men; way. 
pay of petty officers, seamen, landsm~n, and a~pr~nti~ boys, including men Mr. Cha;...-rnan, I am m· favor of a first-class navy, one com- . m the engineers' force, and for. t)?.e FISh pommiSSlon, 25,500 m~n: and ~.500 ap- u..LLL 

prentices under training at ~rammg sta~~~ and on board tram1;ng ships, and mensurate with the needs of our Republic. I have supported 
for men detailed for duty With Naval Militia, at the pay prescribed by law, measures for that purpose and shall continue to do so. But I do 
$
16

•
138•

199
· not want the Navy turned into a '' commercial drummer.'' I am 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike in favor of what we have, a peaceful commerce with all the 
out the last word. world. But we can have that without an unnecessary army 

I have no desire at this time to discuss the matter that was up or navy as advance agents. a few minutes ago in general debate, the order of General Smith Now, the question is, What about a navy because of our 
"to make Samar a howling wilderness and kill everybody capa- oriental possessions? 
ble of bearing arms," but I will read three or four lines from the If we retain permanently the Philippine Islands, the very high
CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD, page 5354, being a telegram from General est authority on that subject, Admiral Dewey, says that we must 
Corbin to General Chaffee, dated April 15, 1902, as follows: have a large navy in, and because we are in, the Philippine Is-

Press dispatches state that upon the trial of Major Waller, o.f the Marine lands because we are in the waters that are plowed by the war 
Corps testimony was given by Waller, corroborated by other Witnesses, that ships 'and patrolled by the war dogs of the "w r powers of En-
Gen Jacob H. Sinith instructed him to kill and burn; thatthemorehekilled · h t h d 1 th 
and burned the better pleased General Sinith would be; that it was no time rope." Of necessity' e says, we mus ave arme vesse s ere 
to take prisoners, and that when Major Waller as~ed General Smith to de- to protect the sovereignty of.the United. States. . .. 
fine the age limit for killing_, he replied, "Everything over 10.:• . . The sovereignty of the Umted States lS as much m the Philip-

If such testimonK was g~ven, and the facts can be established, you will pines as it is here; and if that sovereignty suffers or is in part 
place General Smit on trial by court-martial. destroyed: it affects the sovereignty of the United States every-

Mr. Chairman, the last sentence of this order was conditional. where. 
The condition was: Now in order that my colleagues and the members of this 
If such testimony· was given and the facts can be established, you will place House 'may act with their eyes open, I desire right on this ques-

General Smith on trial by court-martial. tion to read from the first volume of the Schurman Philippine 
"Such testimony" must have been" given by Major Waller," report. It is a report signed by Mr. Worcester, Mr. Denby, 

and facts must have been capable of being "established," because Admiral Dewey, General _MacArthur, and Professor Schurman. 
the court-martial or trial of General Smith was ordered, and he It is not signed by General Otis. 
was tried and a verdict rendered but not yet published, the ver- · The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee 
diet being sealed and is now en route to Washington for President has expired. 
Roosevelt to first open. · Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I ask unanimous consent to pro-

Now, I say I have no desire now to discuss this order, but I simply ceed for five minutes. 
want to put this order of General Corbin by order of the President The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani
down in the RECORD side by side with another statement.' On mous consent that he be allowed to proceed for five minutes. Is 
April25 I clipped from the Philadelphia North American, aRe- there objection? 
publican paper, the following: There was no objection. 
GENERAL smTH ADMITs .ALL THE cn.ARGES-HE ORDERED M.AJoR WALLER Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. General Otis did not sign this re-

TO KILL .ALL "oVER 10 YE.ARS OF .AOE"-coURT-MARTIAL OPENs-His port, although he was a member o:fthe Commission. It is signed 
~~~sEL DECL.AREB TH.AT SAMAR BOYS .ARE As DANGERous .As THE by Jacob Gould Schurman, George Dewey, Charles Denby, and 

MA.mr..A, April ~5,190'2. Dean C. Worcester, and John R. MacArthur as secretary. As I 
The trial by court-martial of Gen. Jacob H. Sinith on the charge of con- have said, General Otis did not sign this report, although a member 

duct prejudicial to good order and discipline began to-day. Gen. Lloyd of the Commission. He was making war on the Filipinos, fighting 
Wheatonpresided. Col. Charles A. Woodruii, counsel for the defense, said every day. while these Commissioners were trym' g to find what he desired to simplify the proceedings. . 

He was willing to admit General Sinith gave instructions to Major Waller these people wanted and bring about peace if possible. But 
tokilland burnandmakeSamarahowlingwilderness; thathewantedevery- General Otis was so busy keeping up the war that he only at
body killed capable of bearing arins; and that he did specify all over 10 years tended one meeting of the Commission, remaining on the Comof age, as the Samar boys of that age were equally as dangerous as their 
elders. mission all the time. Strange indeed! He rather ignored this 

Capt. David D. Porter, Marine Corps, and Lieut. John A. Day, Marine Commission anyway. They were subordinate to him, the general 
Corps, were the only witnesses exainined. Their testimony developed noth- in connnand, although he was one of the Commissioners. 
in\t~j~iittleton w. T. Waller, Marine Corps, will be the only other "witness . Before I proceed further I want to stop a moment to say that I 
for the prosecution. He was unable to be present to-day on account of sick- congratulate the House that we have such a full and able report 
ness, but it is expected will be in attendance to-morrow. on this bi"ll and our Navy, and I believe I will not incite a spirit The defense will call several officers of the Ninth Infantry. 

of jealousy among the members of the committee when I say I 
General Smith then in open court confesses to having given this believe the chairman of the committee [Mr. Foss] very largely 

"fire and sword" order. There should no longer be any doubt merits our compliments for this report. 
about this. While in the Old World this last year he industriously studied 

You will all remember, Mr. Chairman, that this order of Gen- the navies there, and we see he has given the House the benefit 
eral Smith was brought to light in the court-martial trial of of his observations to a great and valuable extent. I will now 
Major Waller for enforcing this order of General Smith, and resume the reading of this document. 
Major Waller acquitted himself by saying, "I simply obeyed the I will read again from Admiral Dewey (vol. 1, p. 127, of this 
orders of General Smith, and his orders were to make Samar a Schurman Commission's Report), as follows: 
howling wilderness and to kill every person capable of bearing 
arms. " When asked to put a limit on the "order" as to age, he .AJ3 our interests in the East and in guestions affecting it have increased 

g~-eatly since our possession of the Phihppines, we should maintain a perma
replied, "Ten years." But I presume a boy under a tree with a nent fighting force of ships on the Asiatic station, including battle ships and 
gun or with the native soldiers, in or out of camp or a~tion, was armored cruisers. 
killed. A permanent fighting force in the Philippine Islands, he says. 

Mr. Chairman, I have no desire now to discuss this "order." The distance and the time that would be required for reenforcements to 
General Smith gave the" order," and it was obeyed and had to arriv;e in case of attack by.a foreign power show clearly the nece~ty for 
be obeyed. The "Army" does not give "orders." The officers, . ke~mg a strong enough force on the spot to make such an attack Improb-
the head. officers, give "orders," and the "privates". have to obey I ab~be necessity for a moderately large fleet bei;ng clearly shown, it is neces-
theni. The "privates" did not want to obey this order, and sary to establish naval and_ coaling.stations for its repair and supply. . 
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Again, on page 129, Admiral Dewey says: 
It has been shown above that nearly all of b·ade communication in the 

islands is necessarily by water,. and that a considerable force of expensive 
war vessels must be maintained in the Philippines. 

We have determined, from necessity it is claimed by the 
Republicans, to maintain on the' spot'' in the Philippine Islands 
a standing army of 30,000 American soldiers ana 5,000 natives, 
costing us a.nnually about $1,2 5 per American soldier and half 
pxice for the natives, or about $42,000,000 per-year, exclusive of 
armament and fortifications, which cost about $7,000,000 :per 
year. This makes about $50 ~000,000 :per year for our standing 
army in the Philippine Islands. 

Then this " standing " navy of and for the Philippine waters 
will cost what to build? We see the naval board 'estimates" 
are said to amount to $98,910,984.63. Whether this is over or 
under the mark I can not say. I will content myself by reauing 
a paragraph or two of the speech of the gentleman from illinois 
[Mr. Foss] in yesterday's RECORD, and those who have plenty of 

. time can make the estimate: · 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How much are they to cost! 
Mr. Foss. The cost of these ships, in accordance with plans recommended 

by the Board of Construction, amounts in all to about $30,000,000. The battle 
ships, which will be ships of 1~~ tons each-the largest battle ships of any 
that we have--will eost rr.~,wu apiece. 

Ml·. GAINES of Tennessee. How does that compare with the cost of con
structing such ves...<>els heretofore? 
t~ ~-!~s!. h~~r:Uh~~ ~fl~.}:,~retofore have cost anywhere from $6,000,00) 

A MElffiER. Inclusive of ordnance? 
Mr. Foss. Inclusive of everythillg; that is the completed cost. 
Now, -the armored cruisers will cost $6;700,000 aJ)Iece, and the gunboats 

$510,000 apiece, making in all a total cost for 2 first-elass battle ships, 2 armored 
cruiSers, and 2 gunboats approximately $:~,500.0CO. 

Now, there are several boards in the Navy Department whose business it 
is to recommend naval programmes. One is the general board. They have 
recommended the building of something like 35 ships. Then there is the 
Board of Construction, which Tecommended to the Secretary of the Navy 
the building of about 4D ships. 

And the Secretary of the Navy made a recommendation, I think, calling 
for 2'2 ships in number. I have not counted them up. He asked for 3 first
class b:l.ttle ships, 2 first..class armored cruisers, 3 gunboats 'of 6,000 tons dis-

~
ement, 3 gunooats of 2,000 tons displacement, 3 picket 'boats of 600 tons 
lacement, 3 steel training Shij)S of aoout 2,000-tons displacement, 1 collier 
,000 ton~, and 4 tugboats, and while the recommendations of the different 

boards have been had, yet it must be remembered, of course, that the men 
who recommend them are naval officers ambitious for the profession in 
which they are engaged and are desiTous of seeing our Navy built up as fast 
and speedily as possible; but this committee-and I r efer to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union-composed of the represent&· 
tives of the American people, have to decide for the _people themselves as to 
how far and how fast we shall pursue the policy of building up the American 
Navy. 

Now, in view of the fact that Congress intimated in the approptiation bill 
of last year that it was its wish that the Secretary of the Navy should report 
only upon two battle ships and two armored cruisers, the Committee on 
Naval Affairs did uot think it wise to make any further recommendation, 
and that is the reason wpy we come here with a programme to-day of two 
battle ships and two armored cruisers and two gunboats, in all, a total ton
naooe of 63,000 tons, requiring an appropriation of SSU,OOO,OOO, not in -this bill, 
but in subsequent bills, to construct them, because we believe that we are 
carrying out the intimation and suggestion of Congress in the appropriation 
bill of last year. Now, we have had greater programmes than this in years 
past. 

Under the naval appropriation bill of March 3 1899, we provided for a 
total tonnage that year of ships to the amount of 104,000 tons, and under the 
appropriation bill passed June 7, 1900, we made the further increase in ships 
to the ammmt of 99,920 tons. The programme this year, if it pass by the 
committee and the House and Congress, will add only 63,000 tons to the ton
nage of our Navy; and so I say to you that it is a moderate increase, it is a 
healthy increase, but I believe that It is none too large if we are to continue the 
policy of building up the American Navy, and building it up in such strength 
and power as to maintain the honor of our country and to back up our for
eign policy in every port and harbor throughout the wm·ld. [Applause.] 

We all want to and will "maintain the honor of our country." 
·No doubt about that. We have done that at all times; but the 
vital question is, shaU we start and uphold a" foreign policy in 
every port and harbor th1·oughout the world," to do which we 
must turn our Republic into an empire, turn our backs on the 
policy of the fathers, keep a standing .Al·niy in the United States 
and the Philippine Islands, and build and maintain a Navy big 
enough to whip all Europe in case of war in the Philippine Is
lands, which may occur at any time? 

The Naval Board of Construction says we must build 40 ships; 
the general board says build 35 ships, and the Secretary of the 
Na'vy, Mr. Long, says build 22 ships. For what? "To back up 
our foreign policy in every port and harbor in the world." 

These big ships cost $7,53.2,000 each. This bill carries in time of 
peace appropriations amounting to $77,659,386.63, about as much 
as we appropriated when we were in actual war with Spain. 
Such a "foreign policy" as this demands immediate, careful, and 
patriotic attention; and hence I thus speak, though briefly, to lay 
the subject before the House and country. 

[Nashville American, 1902.] 
THE FORT PILLOW "1\I.A.SS.A.CRE." 

In the Senate Tuesday the remarks of Mr. TELLER on the Philippines were 
interrupted by Mr. SPOONER, of Wisconsin, with the inquiry: "Does the Sen
a tor not remember Fort Pillow?" The Associated Press account of the day's 
'Proceedings then states: . -

"What does the Senator mean by his reference to Fort Pillow?" inquired 
Mr. CARAIACK, of Tennessee. 

"I had in mind," replied Mr. SPOO~TER, "what has been considered a mas
sacre of colored troops there." 

Mr. CARMACK insisted with some heat that there was no massacre of h·oops 
or killing of prisoners at Fort Pillow. 

Mr. CARMACK is com·ect, and it is strange, indeed, at. this date that intelli
gent and honorable men will p ersist in falsifying history and endeavor to 
blacken the fame of soldiers and officers whose only crime was service in the 
Confederate army. 

The so-called massacre at Fort Pillow grew out of a report of a committee 
of Con~ress which was made shortly after the fight there and was framed 
to soothe the wounds of the North over the successive defeats of Federal 
troops by General Forrest. 

The committee reported that (1) Forrest had taken advantage of a flag of 
truce to shift his men to a more advant..<J.geous position· (2) that after the 
fort had been caiTied by storm an indisCl'iminate slaughter, which spared 
"neither age nor sex, :white nor black, soldier nor civilian," was carried on; 
(3) that after the fighting had ceased several of the wounded of the ~rrison 
were intentionally burned to death in the barracks and tents which were 
&~~?.yed by fire, and (4) that the •• rebels buried some of the living with the 

The report is based on testimony of two or three of the officers and some 
of the negroes and whites who were of the garrison; but we think there is 
to-day not an impartial military critic, North or South, who would undertake 
to indorse it or who would not say that it was false in every particular . 

A full and complete accmmt of the taking of Fort Pillow by General For
rest is given in Dr. Wyeth's life of Forrest. In it Dr. Wyeth makes no at
tempt ·to suppress any fact nor color any circumstance, but he shows m· 
rather the testimony of such men as Maj. Charles W. Anderson, Lieut. Col. 
D. M. Wisdom, Gen. James R. Chalmers, Gen. Tvree H. Bell, CoL Robert Mc
Culloch, and Col. R. C. Bat-teau shows, beyond the suspicion of a doubt, that 
no advantage was taken of the flag of truce; that while the truce was in fm·ce a 
steamer loaded with Federal soldiers app1·oached Fort Pillow, and that an
other steamer with artillery on board was also steaming toward the fort in
tent on t•escuing it; that no signal of any kind was made to the boat from the 
fort or f1·9m the shore, which wa.s a violation of the truce.l.. and it was to cir
cumvent It and prevent the lauding of the steamers that u-eneral Forrest in 
plain view of the commander of the-fort made a new disposition of two ile-
tachments of men. -

As to the second charge in the report of the Congressional committee, this 
testimony shows there were no women or children in the fort when it was 
assaulted and that such of the civilianS as had the desire to go to a place of 
safety had the opportunity to leave. Those who remained voluntarily took 
up m'llls and fou~ht with the garrison. Dr. C. Fitch, Federal surgeon of the 
Fort Pillow garnson, says: 

"Early in the morning all of the women and all the noncombatants were 
ordered onto some barges and were towed by a gunboat up the river to an 
island befo1·e anyone was hurt." 

The proportion of killed and wounded in the fort was !lu-ge, and it is on 
this fact that the stories of the massacre of Fort Pillow have been based. Of 
the 557 .in. the garrison, ~1 we~·e killed, 130 WODD:ded, and 208 were uninjured. 

But It IS to be borne m mmd that the galTlSon, after full consideration 
during the flag of truce, refused to surrender, and never did surrender. The 
Union flag was never hauled down until cut down by one of Forrest's men. 
When the fort was stormed hand-to-hand encounters followed, many-result
ing in death, and those who attempted to escape by the river, as had been 
planned, found th.emselves cut off oy the strategy of Forrest and caught be
tween two fires of his men. 

Again most of the negro soldiers were intoxicated, as were many of the 
whites, which made them reckless and indifferent to danger or death and in~ 
efficient for an intelligent defense of the fort. The commander of the fort 
had been killed early in the morning. The stormm~ took place in the after
noon. There was no competent directing officer. I t IS also to be remembered 
that General Forrest had assured the commander of the fort that the black 
as well as the white soldiers would have full protection as prisoners of war 
if he would sm'l'ender. 

As to the next charge, the garrison was not burned until the next day 
when it had been entirely abandoned, all the wounded Federal soldiers hav~ 
ing been taken aboard a Federal gunboat under a truce. And as to the fourth 
charge, of which the veriest savages would not be guilty, it was the Union 
soldiers who burned their own dead, and if any wounded were buried alive 
the work was done by their own comrades. 

General Forrest himself had two horses killed under him early in the day 
and another wounded. One of the horses had fallen on him and bruised him 
badly. He was directing the attack from a little knolliand as soon as he saw 
his men had scaled the parapet, and while the Federa flag was still flying 
rode into the fort and ordered all firing to cease. ' 

Dr. Wyeth states: "Amongthemassofsworntestimonrwhich will bepre
sentedfurtheronit will be shown that with but one exception, the perpetrator 
of which was arrested by General Chalmers on the spot and placed under 
guard, not a gun was fired or a prisoner injured after the flag of the garri
son fell." 

The reason the ~boats gave the fort no more effectual aid is found in 
Forrest's instructions to Anderson and Barteau to have their sharpshooters 
cut down the gunners when theportswereopened. "Shooteverything blue 
betwixt wind and water until the flag comes down," were his exact wm·ds. 

The testimony as given in Dr. Wyeth's book of a few well-known Tennes
seans who were present at the engagement may be of interest. 

J. C. McAdoo, of Watertown, states that he saw the whisky in the fm-t 
and filled his canteen from a barrel by the consent of a guard who had bee:ri 

·placed to watch it by General Bell. He says there was no surrender. 
Joseph Smith, of Dyersburg, states: "I was one of the detail to gather up 

the guns after the fighting was over. and wherever we found a dead Federal 
we found a gun. In regard to the whisky found, I did not ·see it myself, but 
heard it spoken of at the time. I am a farmer and have lived in Dyer County 
for seventy years." 

Dr. J. S. Harrison, of McMinnville, says: "The garrison kev.t firing at us 
as they retreated down the bluff. I am certain no one was killed after the 
fight closed." 

W. C. Wm-t makes this affidavit: "I saw several buckets of whisky sitting 
within the works as we captured the place." 

Lieutenant Hager says: "I saw the vessels of whisky, and know the flag of 
the fort was not lowered until it was cut down by Private Doak Carr, of our 
(Second Tennessee, Barteau's) regiment." 

Dr. D. C. Kelley testifies that a day or two after the fight at Fort Pillow, 
in a conversation with General Forrest in r egard to the colored troops, t he 
general said that he was opposed to the killing of negro troops; that it was 
his policy to capture all he could and return them to their owners. 

But it is unnecessary to adduce further testimony to provo the malif?:nant 
falsity of the charges against General Forrest and his men at Fort Pillow. 
And even if testimony were lacking their courage and valor in every en
gagement, and in every campaign, and the whole course of their lives, in 
peace and in war, would brand the charges in the minds of honorable men 
as unworthy of consideration. Forrest and his men fought hard, but always 
nobly and humanely. They gave security and safety to the homes of the 
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defenseless, and for their.acts of :v:alor and coura~e-are entitled to and will The members of the committee will see that in the preceding 
ever r eceive the grateful acknowledgments of-theu~fellow-countrymen. ·paragraph_ there is an item providing for the contingent expenses 
· "A considerable force" of what, Mr. Chairman? ''.War ves- of the Navy: 

.sels must be maintain€d in the_p_hili ppine Islands.'' For all emergencies and extraordinary expenses arising at home or abroad 
Mr.· Chairman, 1 am.reading .from high authority. ~get this but impossible to be anticipated or classified. 

from an official report, where it has been possibly sleeping ever Now, that is known as the contingent fund under this section, 
since it was printed. and is $1.0,000. In addition to this contingent fund there are 

Unfortunately very considerable amount of valuable informa- ·numerous others runningthroughout the·bill, and·they amount, 
tion·that is obtained for our guidance, to enlighten us, at least, is as I recollect it, to over $300,000. -This emergency fund, the one 
putintotheBe records and never comes to lighta.gain. ·1 move to strike out, is a different ,matter, and it originated dur-

.The point thatJ desire to ..rruike is, that this high .authority says i ing or immediately .after the war with Spain. At one time it was 
that inasmuch a.s we have .gone..from this side of the world to the ·$500 000, in the ·last · bill it was $200,000, and now provision is 
-other side, where we are. in .a war. ourselves, a war-that seems will tm.a:de for 100,000. 
"not .down," and where the dogs of war of Europe are plowing I will state that the Secretary of the Navy when he appeared 
the seas the year .round, we mnst have -aN avy to maintain :Ameri- before our committee stated that he had recommended $250,000-
-can sovereignty over .the islands. This distance is so great we or,I believe itwaB $300,000-but he could get along with $100 000. 
must·have a large navy there at all times on the" s_pot," as Ad- That is but one illustration of the. point that the .gentleman from 
:r.ni.ral.Dewey says. Virginia [Mr. "RIXEY] ma-de yesterday, that it is our . duty to 

-The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the _pro forma amend- scrutinize the recomm~ndations of the Depart:n:ent, because here 
ment will be considered as withdrawn. w.as a recommendation for two .and one-half times as much as 

"The Clerk read as follows: was .admitted was n€cessary. 
Contingent,Nayy: ForallemergenciesandextraordinaryeX}lellSQsarising Now, when I move to strike this paragraph out, ·I think the 

at .home or .abroad, but impossible to be .anticipated or classified, exclusive of motion ought to be carried, because all the paym€llts .which have 
personal.services in the· Navy Department or any of its subordinate .bureaus 
or offices at washington, D. c., $10,000. absorbed this. emergency lund ar-e,. and ought to· be, either under 
M~r. ' GAINES.rof rrenn€ssee.- .Mr. Chairman, :I move to strike the contingent "fund or .subject to the direct Jegislation.of this 

out the last word. body. For.instance, I read from. the hea1ings, a:a.d lam going-to 
· I .· hould like to ask . the gentleman in charge of the bill for a show you how the last emergency .lund was disposed of,. o.r a part 
littl€ information. ,Qan·the chairman of ·the committee·tell the of it. 
Committee of the Whole how much money is appropriated in .this Emergenc7J fund, Navy Department, 'l902. 

bill :for our new: possessions . over ·there; also, •wh-at :are the esti- Appropriated (aetMarcb 3, 1901) ---·-- ------------------ ---·----·--- ·$200,000.00 
ma-tes of the· naval board fo1· naval work in·.these.colonie ? .ALLOTMENTs. 

Mr. FOSS. 'In this bill? 1. June 22,.1901. To constrnettwo-storybuildingat Ca-
'Mr. •GAINES of Tennessee. Yes. 2. JSi1f~foo,__ut::s~\f-biiildingsoccu:Pfetfbj-: :Maiiie sao,ooo.oo 
!Mr. IFOSS. iWell, I can point •-that out &!.little .later. I will Corps troops at Camte (renewal'for.J002) ___________ ..3,600.00 

state that to the gentleman. · 3. Au~t 27, 1001. . Sal!l'ries of two c~vilian cler.ks for 
· ·M~· •GAINuS of Tennessee The g"'.,..,tleman did "'·ot e,....,.,..tl United-£tatesMa.rmeCo~ps,CaVIte ______________ __ 2,800.00 

... · • .l!l . • · • .=.~. ' •• .LI.l .4-CA>':' Y .4. Septembe1· 25,1901. To·pay •natives of ·Tutuila ·foi· 
cover: that m h1s peech,.and,I should like to get thiBmformation. 1/ . abont.SOOri:fles turnedmi at$12 --- -- - - ---- -- --- -- ·-- 4,200.00 

The Clerk read as-follows: · v 5. s~~~~~~~~!-~ __ ?_~~~-~~-~~~~~~!~-~~~~~~ 8, 000.00 
E'ID!:RGEKCY FUND, ·N.A. VY DEP.A.RTME~. 6. September26, 1901. • Compl~ting-ship--fitters' shop for 

To meet nnforeseen contingencies for the maintenance of the Navy con- constructionandrepairson:Machina Wrun·ft Cavite 10,000.00 
stantly arising, to be-expended -at t-he discretion. of the .President,·$100,000: 7. October 4, 1001. To-continue wor.k of examining site 
Pr-ovided, That the ;accounting offieei"S ot the .Treasury are her eby authorized of proposed naval station, Olon~apo, Subig· Bay-.- 10,000.00 
and dh·ected tQ allow, in the settlement of the_accounts of disbursing officers 8. October 9, 1901. Expenses attending construction of 
invoh·ed, .Payments made under the appropriation " Emergeney · fnnd" to comm.andant's residence at Tutuila, Samoa_------- 15,000. 00 
eivilian~mployees -appointed by the-Navy Department::for dUtym -and serv- t9. August24, 1001. ':Repairs of ·barmoks-and contingent 
ing at naval stations maintained in the island possessions during the fiscal expenses for .Marine Corps at Cavite and other 
f6:~~~~~ ~~~ ~~~l~:s~s Congress shall make- specific --appropriation 10. N~;~~t~ il\~Y~i?~g payfor:supplles-for-mai>iiies OO,OXJ. 00 

Mr . . RIXEY . .Mr. Chairman,J make the point of order against u._N~=~w.).i~t~dF~~~i>ati:iig-andli~o:ri.e-of 7
'
786

·
05 

the.proviso to that paragraph. the casemates at the naval station, Cavlte, for 
'.The CHAIRMAN. What is the point of order? stor.age of ice-----..-----·------ -·--------: ______ ------ 2,600.00 

""'hi bill k · · f 12. Januar¥ 4, 1902. For ~nstruct~on of permanent Mr. RIXEY. .1. s ma es proVISIOn or the naval service moormgs at naval stat10n, CaVIte ____ _._____________ 6,595.00 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903. The proviso _provides 120,581.05 
that the accounting officers of the Treasury Shall allow certain 
payments for the year 1902. :I insist that the proviso is not ger
maoo .to the .paragraph or to the bill. If there is a deficiency for 
1902, it ought to ·be provided for in some other bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman':S point is that it is not 
germane? · . · 

.:Mr. RIXEY. Yes; .an<! it is also new legislation. 
The CHAIRMAN. 1f the gentleman makes the point that it 

is new _legislation, he will sustain .it; ·but the Chair thinks it is 
gen:nane. 

-Mr. _FOSS. Mr. Chairman, .if the gentleman from Virginia
a .member of the Committee on 'Naval Affairs, who knows the 
necessity for this provision-desires to make the point of order 
against it, the chairman of the committee concedes the point of 
order. 

-Mr. ·RIXEY. ·The chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
knows that .when this paragraph was reached in the Committee 
on Naval Affairs . .I was opposed ,to the whole _paragraph; and ·I 
shall not only insist upon this point of order, but I expect to vote 
to strike out the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 
Mr. WILLIAM: W. KITCHIN. I move to strike out the _para

graph just read .. I will state, Mr. Chairman, this is known as 
the emergency fund. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina moves 
to strike out the paragraph. The Clerk will report-the paragra_ph. 

The .. Clerk again read the paragraph. 
The CHAIRM:AN. The question is on ageeeing to the amend-

lllent. \ • 
:M:r. WILLIAM w. -KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman--
The CHAIRMAN. .Does the gentleman ,desrre to discuss the 

amendment? 
Mr. WILLTAM W. KITCHIN: I desire to call the attention of 

the committ~e to a few facts regarding this emet:gency fund. 

Not_yet allowed·--------------·------------------------·----- 79,418.95 

Now,l'ID·. •Chairman, it·does seem·to me 'that when such items 
are charged to the emergency funu ·we ought to strike out-that 
fund and let these improvements come under the direction of 
this body . 

Mr. Sl\fiTH of Kentucky. I would"like ,to ask the gentleman 
under what ·head in •the last nava1 appropriation bill this fund 
out of which these sums he has enumerated-were paid·wa~carried. 

Mr. WIL'LIAM W. KITCHIN. 1It was paid out of this emer
gency fund. Now, the contingent fund allowed to the Depart
ment and to·its various bureaus usually protects these contingent 
and unforeseen eme1·gencies as describe-d in the·paragraph previ
ous to the one I move to strike out. Under ~hat they pay similar 
expenses. I will ·not take -the time to read them here, because 
any gentleman can find -them in the 'hearings: " Secret service, 
safety Cl.eposit storage, wages ·to civilians, transportation, enter
tainment of"Brazilian officers, services of barges, etc., pay of car
riage bire for officers on official business." ·Entertainment by 
the officers of ·the Brooklyn· or by the HU. ·S. S. Brooklyn," etc. 

Now, such expenses as these have 'been paid out of the contin
gent fund. I submit that the emergency fund ought to be 
stricken out and the Department ought to ·be held down to its 
ordinary contingent expenses. I submit that no power ought to 
be continued in-the·Secretarythatenables him toconstructbuild
ings such as I have mentionea and incur expenses of -that chai~ 
acter. 

So, J.Ir. Chairman, whatever may have been the necessity for 
it when it was first -placed in a naval bill it seems to me it is time 
for-this emergency'fund to be·stricken out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The g_uestion is on the amendment to strike ' 
out the provision. -

.Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I houe the •House will-realize 
what this motion involves and will understand it before the vota 
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is taken. I want to say that this emergency fund grew out of 
the necessities of the Spanish war. It was originally $500,000. 
There has never been a moment of time when members of the 
Naval Committee have not had an earnest desire and purpose to 
do away with this emergency fund so soon as it could be done 
without injury to the service. It has constantly been decreased 
and diminished. The last bill canied $250,000. That fund has 
been cut down in the present bill to $100,000. 

In the presence of the full committee the Secretary of the Navy 
gave his statement that it was his purpose and desire to have this 
emergency fund done away with as speedily as possible. The 
matter was fully discussed~ and he pointed out that there were 
contingencies and emergencies arising by reason of our foreign 
possessions that made it impossible for him to estimate item by 
item for everything necessary, and it was there determined in 
full committee that the fund could he cut down to $100,000, and 
that would be satisfactory to the Department. And I confess, 
Mr. Chairman, that it is with a considerable degree of surprise 
that I notice this motion coming, after that satisfactory arrange
ment in the committee, from a member of the Naval Committee. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. May I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Do you mean to intimate that 

that action in the committee was unanimous? 
Mr. DAYTON. I mean to say that the statement in the hear

ings was that it was satisfactory; and my recollection distinctly 
is that no objection was made to it when the appropriation was 
reduced from $250,000 to $100,"000. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. The gentleman's recollection 
is at fault. 

Mr. DAYTON. Well, I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that there 
are two or three members of the Naval Committee on the other 
side whose standing some of us can never understand. When it 
comes to their action in the Naval Committee and from the Na
val Committee to this House, it seems to me.that the interests of 
the great naval establishment are not always considered, but that 
the chance to make objection is. 

Mr. RIXEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
Mr. DAYTON. Certainly. · 
Mr. RIXEY. The hearings show what occurred on that occa

sion? 
Mr. DAYTON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. RIXEY. The gentleman says that he understood that this 

was satisfactory to the whole committee and was BO expressed. 
Now, I want to find the page on which that occuned, for it will 
be found--

Mr. DAYTON. I will yield to a question. I am not yielding 
for a statement. . The gentleman will have his chance under the 
five-minute rule. . 

Mr. RIXEY. I am going to ask you now a question. The Sec
retary, after stating that he had wanted $250,QOO, said: "I think 
we can get along with $100,000." The gentleman from West Vir
ginia [Mr. DAYTON] was the only gentleman of the committee 
who expressed any opinion whatever, and he said: "That would 
be entirely satisfactory.'' 

Mr. DAYTON. I think that is exactly right; and I believe no 
member made any objection. 

Mr. RIXEY. I want the gentleman to understand that he does 
not represent all the members of the committee. 

Mr. DAYTON. Are you making my speech, or am I making 
it myself? I object to any further interruption. When I have a 
statement to make, I will not allow the gentleman from Virginia 
to make it for me, if I can help it. I say that the gentleman has 
quoted the hearings exactly right. The Secretary of the Navy 
stated in terms that it was .the anxious purpose of the Department 
to do away with thi emergency fund so soon as it could be done 
without detriment to the service. He said $300,000 was too much, 
and .upon consideration, as appears there in the committee hear
ings, he stated that he could get along with $100,000. Then the 
remark came from me that that would be entirely satisfactory. 
And not a single other man made any objection, as I understood, 
at the time. 

Mr. TATE. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 
Mr. DAYTON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. TATE. I know the gentleman does not desire to misrep

resent gentlemen on this side of the House or anyone else, and 
therefore I want to call his attention to the fact that at the time 
this bill was reported to the House it was especially understood 
that as to any provision in this bill, if any member of the com
mittee objected, the right was reserved to him to oppose it on the 
floor. 

Mr. DAYTON. Unquestionably that was so. 
[Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the 

gentleman from 'West Virginia, who seems to want to make some 

personal matter of this, I want to say that it was certainly known 
to every Democratic member of the committee that I would 
make this motion again as I have made it heretofore. The inti
mation that any other member of the minority of the committee, 
either by silence or otherwise, ever waived any of our rights in 
this matter is not true in fact. 

And as for the difference of recollection, while it is unpleasant 
for me to refer to these things, yet when the gentleman in his 
blustering way undertakes to reflect upon members on this side, 
I feel like telling this House that it is only a few weeks since the 
gentleman made a most positive statement of his clear recollec
tion of something which had taken pla<:e in committee, and 11 
members of the committee stated their recollection exactly to the 
contrary. And yet the gentleman undertakes to say that he 
would not believe our recollection on this rna tter. 

Mr. Chairman, when he wants to reflect upon three members 
of this committee--

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is out of order in referring 
to other mem hers of the House in the second person. 

Mr. DAYTON. I hope the gentleman may be allowed to pro-
ceed by unanimous consent. · 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I do not wish-
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman in debate should refer to 

other members in the third person. 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. If I did not do so it was an 

unintentional omission. 
Mr. Chairman, I regret that the first spark of personal feeling 

or difference should come from the gentleman from West Vir
ginia. I regret that anything of that nature should be injected 
into this debate. But when the gentleman from West Virginia 
sees fit to say that there are three members on this committee 
who in antagonizing anything do not represent the. views of a 
brave, intelligent, and enlightene·d constituency-if he means to 
say that these gentlemen are not as intelligent and as honest and 
as patriotic and as high-minded as any other members of this 
body, then I do think, Mr. Chairman, that it is time for the gen
tlemen upon whom he would reflect to call the attention of the 
House to the fact and to repel such unjust insinuations. 

So far as I am concerned, I have no apologies to make to any 
man for my actions here, and am responsible to none except to 
the good people who send me here as their Representative. I 
will not sit here and see a member, because he happens to be 
senior in service, or because he happens to be in the majority 
upon the pending bill, reflect upon my rights and privileges in 
this House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the motion 
of the gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. This is an emergency fund for the Navy Department to 
meet unforeseen contingencies. My recollection is-and the gen
tleman will correct me if I am wrong-that an emergency ftmd for 
the Navy Department first appears in the naval appropriations at 
the commencement of the Spanish war. 

Mr. DAYTON. It was for $500,000. 
Mr. CANNON. Now, it has been reduced until . you recom

mend $100,000? 
Mr. DAYTON. That is conect. 
Mr. CANNON. I am frank to confess that I do not like emer

gency-fund appropriations. I believe that all appropriations 
ought to be as specific as possible, and then the contingent fund 
for the general service, and that to apply to the Department in
stead of running to all the bureaus and to each branch of the 
service. Now, I am not prepared to say, as I have not investi
gated the question, whether we can dispense with the emergency 
fund at this time. I am quite content to take the opinion of the 
committee; and would not have said a word were it not that I 
wanted to express the hope that the time had about arrived when 
we could dispense with all emergency-fund appropriations in 
either the Navy, or the Army, or the service elsewhere. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I want to interrupt the gentleman 
just a moment and to say that that is the policy of the committee; 
that we have been gradually year after year reducing this fund; 
and we hope to wipe it out entirely next year; but the Secretary 
·came before the committee and said it was necessary to maintain 
it this year, but recommended a reduction down to $100,000. · 

Mr. CANNON. And the gentleman is satisfied it ought to be 
there for the good of the service? 

Mr. FOSS. I am satisfied that for the good of the service it 
should remain, and I am opposed, as a general policy, to the in-
sertion of the emergency fund. • 

Mr. CANNON. Very well. Iwithdrawthe proforma amend: 
ment. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Chairman, I renew the motion to strike 
out the last word, for just a moment or two. It has been from 
the beginning the policy of this cotp.mittee to oppose thes~ 
emergency appropriations, but because of the unsettled condition 
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of affairs in the Philippines, and the condition generally which 
grew out of the Spanish-American war, it seemed to the commit
tee that it was a necessity that there should be an emergency 
fund placed at the disposal of the President of the United States 
to be expended upon the suggestion of the Secretary of theN avy, 
and, as has already been said here, that fund at first wa.s placed 
at $500,009. Subsequently it was reduced to $300,000. This year 
it was a very grave question with the committee as to whether or 
not the emergency fund might not be dispensed with altogether 
and no appropriation made. The matter was left open until the 
Secretary of the Navy appeared before our committee for the 
purpose of giving his testimony. When there, upon the general 
subject of the emergency fund, he used this language: 

Most of these expenditures have been in the Philippines, where unforeseen 
contingencies arise. 

Now, it was unforeseen contingencies that caused this emer
gency-fund appropriation, and if it was wise in the beginning it 
is wise to-day, because of the fact that these unforeseen contin
gencies have not passed away, but still exist. On the next page 
the Secretary used this language: 

I am inclined to think that many things are still in such an unsettled con
dition that there ought to be some emergency appropriation. The estimate 
of $300,000 is perhaps too large. I do not think we shall need it. I do not 
think we shall need $250,000. I was talking to Admiral Kenney, who sees the 
propriety of getting rid of the emergency fund as soon as we can, and he sug
gested whether or not you could not increase my contingent fund. I have a 
contingent fund of from ten to twelve thousand dollars. It is an old form of 
appropriation for certain well-understood objects. 

And then the Secretary of the Navy went on to say that that 
would not be sufficient to meet the contingencies that might arise 
in the Philippines, but thought that $100,000 would be ample and 
would be sufficient. We appropriated $500:000 at first when the 
condition of affairs was more unsettled than it is to-day, when the 
contingencies that met us were more appalling than to-day. If it 
was proper then, why is it not now proper to appropriate $100,000 
and place it at the disposal of the President of the United States 
to meet such unforeseen conting~ncies as may arise in the Philip
pines? I hope thi~ emergency fund will be permitted to remain 
this year, because it seems to be absolutely necessary for the suc
cessful maintenance of the naval establishment in our new pos-
sessions. . 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to refer to the 
statement made by the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
DAYTON] further than to state that at the time Secretary Long 
was before the committee, and that hearing took place to which 
reference has been made, I was not present. Afterwards, when 
the emergency paragraph came up for consideration in commit
tee, I voted against it. I will state further that some of the 
gentlemen who are now favoring this provision also expressed 
their opinion against it. 

This provision in the naval bill was carried for the first time 
during the Spanish-American war. There was no serious objec
tion to it then, because we knew that many demands were made 
upon the Government which could not be foreseen. But now, 
four years after the close of that war, when the Secretary of the 
Navy has a contingent fund at his disposal, when almost every 
Bureau in the Navy Department, I believe without exception, has 
a contingent fund, there is no necessity for carrying this emer
gency fund longer. This emergency fund is nominally under the 
control of the President, but, as a matter of fact, it is used by the 
several bureaus and the Secretary of the Navy for other purposes. 
It seems to me that, four years after the close of the war, we can, 
without detriment to the service, cut out these extraordinary 
provisions, and the emergency fund which had its origin with 
the Spanish war ought to be cut off. We should legislate for the 
erection of buildings in the Philippine Islands, and for clerks 
there. to which this fund has been applied, just as we legislate 
for other items in the naval establishment. It does seem to me, 
Mr. Chairman, that it is time that we get rid of this emergency 
fund, and I hope the motion of the gentleman from North Caro
lina [Mr. WILLI.A.M W. KITCHIN] will p1·evail. 

On motion of Mr. FOSS, the committee rose; and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, Mr. SHERMAN, Chairman of the Com
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
that that committee had ha.d under consideration the bill (H. R. 
14046) n;1.aking appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1903, and for other purposes, and had come 
to no resolution thereon. 

LEA. VE OF .ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
J .A.CKSON of Kansas, for ten days, on account of important busi-
ness. • 

INDIAN .APPROPRIATION .A.CT. 
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 

present consideration of Senate resolution 99. 
The- SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous 

consent for the present consideration of a Senate joint resolu
tion, which the Clerk will report. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 99) fixing the time when certain 
provisions of the Indian appropriation act for the year ending 
June 30, 1903, shall take effect was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc.~ That the act entitled "An act making appropriations for 
the current ana contingent expenses of the Indian Department and fUlfilling 
treaty stipulations with the various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending 
June 30,1903, and for other puri?oses," shall take effect from and after July 
1, 1902, except as otherwise spema.lly provided therein. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera
tion of the joint resolution? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
ask the gentleman if this resolution has been considered by the 
Committee on Indian Aiiah·s? 

Mr. CURTIS. A similar resolution was considered this morn
ing, and a favorable report was directed limiting it to section 8 
only. This is a general resolution, but its effect is similar to that 
of the one considered by our committee. The object is to fix the 
date for the taking effect of section 8 of the act, which creates a 
new judicial district in the Indian Territory. It is requested by 
the Attorney-General, and the report in favor of the resolution 
was unanimous. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Does it affect that one case 
only? 
· Mr. CURTIS. There are two or three other items that it might 

affect, but that is immaterial. It simply fixes July 1, 1902, as the 
date when certain provisions shall take effect, and there can be 
no objection to it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The joint resolution. was ordered to a third reading; and it was 

accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. CURTIS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 

was laid on the table. 
Mr. CURTIS. I also .ask unanimous consent to print in the 

R ECORD the letter of the Attorney-General asking for this legis-
lation. · 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous 
consent to print in the RECORD a letter from the Department 
bearing upon the resolution just passed. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The letter is as follows: 

Hon. JAMES S. SHERMAN, 

DEP A.RTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. 0., May ~. 19~. 

Chairman Committee on Indian .Affairs, 
House of Representatives. 

Sm: In the bill or act entitled "An act making appropriations for the cur
rent and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and fulfilling t reaty 
stipulations with the various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1903, and for other purposes," there is legislation dividing the northern dis
trict of the Indian Territory into two districts; also authorizing the appoint
ment of an additional United States marshal, an additional United States 
attorney, and other officers;. also fixing additional places for holding terms 
of court, etc. It is deemed important that said legislation shall no take 
effect until July 1, 1902, in order that all necessar y appointments may be 
made b efore that time and business arranged in accordance with the pro
visions of said act. 

If said act shall be allowed to take effect immediately upon approval, 
much confusion is likely to result; also much addltional expense will be 
caused thereby, as is more fully explained by the United States marshal for 
the northern district of the Indian Territory in his letter dated the 9th in-
stant, a copy of which is inclosed herewith. . 

It is therefore consider ed important that a joint resolution (a draft of 
which is herewith inclosed) should be passed without delay, in order that iii 
may be approved by the President before the date of the approval of the 
above-mentioned act. 

Respectfully, P. C. KNOX, .Attorney-General. 

HERM..A.N GAUSS. 
Mr. SULLOWA Y. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 

the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk's desk. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a resolution 
which will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Avpropria.tions is authorized to provide 

in the general deficiency appropriation bill for the payment to Herman 
Gauss of $750 for services as acting assistant clerk to the Committee on In
valid P ensions. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera
tion of the resolution? · 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. We would like to under
stand what this resolution is. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, let us have an 
explanation of this. 

The SPEAKER. Two gentlemen ask for an explanation. 
Mr. SULLOW A Y. TP.is is the allowance made to that gentle

man, which usually goes into the general deficiency bill. Under 
the present system we come to the House and ask that it be in
serted in the bill, and that the committee be directed to insert it. 
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. Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Has the resolution been 
considered by the Committee on Accnunts? 

. Mr. SULLOW A Y. I am directed by the committee unani
mously to ask for its passage. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennes ee. By your committee. Ought 
it not to be considered by the Committee·on Accounts? 

Mr. SULLOW A Y. There i.s no occa ion for it to go to the 
Committee on Aecounts. There is no reason why it should that 
I am aware of. 

Mr • .RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Matte1·s of that kind usu
ally go to the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. It might, perhaps, be done in that way. 
Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me for a moment. 

The gentleman from Tennes ee will recollect that heretofore on 
the defficiency bill a number of items have generally been re
ported by the Committee on Appropriations touching extra com
pensation. I think one of the most worthy items that the bill has 
ever carried ha:s been giving the extra compensation to the cierk 
detailed from the Pension Office-you may say the expert clerk
that works with the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tenne see. I understand. 
Mr. CANNON. Now, the Committee on Appropriations have 

concluded from this on, so far as it is concerned~ not to insert 
items of this kind in the general deficiency bill unless requested 
to do so by action of the House. I have no doubt abou..t the pro
priety of the item, so far as that is concerned. · 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman feels that it 
is a proper item? 

Mr. CANNON. I am satisfied from what I know of this official 
and the work he is performing, and from the practice heretofore 
that he might well have this additional allowance in addition ~ 
the pay he reeei'ves from the Government as a Pen ion Office 
clerk; and it has been usual to give it to him. I think it is one of 
the few eases here it is justified by the merit of the case. 

1\fr. RICHARDSON of T_en~essee. I w_ould like~ ask the gen
tleman from New Hampshll'e 1f he will Yield to me, if unanimous 
consent is gi-ven, to offer an amendment? I do not propose to hold 
him up on the proposition, but I desire to offer an .amendment to 
the proposition; and still I say if he deelines to permit me to offer 
an amendment I will not hold him up. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. LOUD . ..Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the gentleman that 
while this has not gone to thB Committee on Accounts, the Com
mittee on Appropriations substantially refused to consider them· 
and I believe it would be an unwise precedent to establish in thi~ 
House, without the consideration of a committee, to here now 
establish a precedent giving extra pay; and I will bave to object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
VETO MESSAGE OF THE PRESIDENT-CASE OF HARRY C. MIX. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following me sage 
from the President of the United States, which was read: 
To the House of Rep1·esentatives: 

I return without approval House bill No. 4446, entitled "An act for there
lief of Harry C. Mix." 

The Attorney-General writes me as fo1lows concerning this bill: 
"A. F. Holt was postmaster at Valdosta, Ga.., and as such became a de

fault.el· to the Government. Suit was brought on his official bond, and the 
amount was finally recovered. Criminal proceedings were also commenced 
~a.inst him, and he gave a bond for his 'fRpearance at court, with H arry C. 
ta~::u1.:ety thereon. The defendant fa. ed to appear, and forfeiture was 

"Assistant Attorney William R. Leaken represented the Government in 
the w·oceedinas to enforce the collection of the bond so given. The papers 
~ ~~!~~~id~ we.re referred to Mr. Leaken January 12, 1001. In reply 

"'I do not think that this is a case where the proceedings ought to be discon
tinued. I do not know the history .of theca e p ;dor to my appointment as 
assistant United States attorney, but as soon as the matter was placed in 
my hands it was called up, both f?Y ;judgment on the bond in the civil case, 
at Macon, Ga., and upon the CI1.IIll.Ilal bond at Savannah. One after an
other excuse WitS made by counsel.for Mr. Mix, the surety on the criminal 
bond. * * * . . 

' 'I have moved on thfee different oecasions for a rule absolute against Mr. 
Mix, but Mr. Strohecker, his counsel, has succeeded in postponing the mat
ter. T he case was set for final dispoSltion on the 5th of this month, but again 
deferred at the request of Mr. Strohecker. I inclose a letter from Mr. 
Stroh cker, which to my mind shows that the judgment should be taken up 
seire facias.' 

"Mr. Strohecker was attol"D.ey for the defendant, H{)lt, and in his letter, 
dated March 21,1899, to the assistant attorney, said: 

"'Please :find out as soon as possible whether or not the noL pros.. can be 
obtained in the Holt case. If it can beJ I am pretty sure the money due the 
Government on the defalcation can oe obtained and we can produce the 
man; we will have him present anyway, but no money will be paid on t)lat 
claim unless a noLpros . is entered. 

" 'I have found the man. He did not die as thought, but .recov.er.e.d, and I 
am in ommunica.tion with him. 

"'Could it be arranged so that the nol. pros. could be i:lntered at Macon 
dm·ing this term of court? If it can be, please use your .efforts to have it so 
done. r. Irwin being disqualified of course it will require your presence 
her . If you so direct, after you have heard from the Depat·tm(lflt, I will 
speak tG the judge .concerning the noll. pross. and payment.' 

"The defendant, Holt. it seems went to Mexico and has ne:ver been tried. 
It i alleged that at one time Mr. Holt, the defendant, was about to be pres
ent at a term .of com·t, when a. deputy marshal said to him that the case would 

not be 'UP at that term of court and it would the1·efore not be necessary for 
him, the defendant, to be present. Of course the deputy marshal was not 
:authorized to excuse MF. Holt from attendance, as required by hi bond . 

"It eems useless to require persons charged with crime to give bond f..:.2r 
their appearance in court if they can remain away and the sureties on their 
bonds be relieved from liability. To give relief in this particular case seems 
to be but t.o set a bad example."' 

In view of the ·statements above set forth, I am constrained to withhold 
my approval of the bilL 

THEODORE RO~EVELT. 
WHITE Hou E, May :u;, 1.9()f!. 

Mr. PARKER. :Mr. Speaker, underst_andingthat that bill was 
reported by the Committee on the Judiciary, I move that the bill 
and veto message be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jer ey moves to 
refer the message and the bill to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Th.e question was taken; and the motion wa agreed to. 
CIU.RLES D. PALMER. 

Mr. GIBSON. 'Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report. 
The Clerk read as follows: -
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 

the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1337l) granting an ine rease of 
pension to Charles P. P:almel', having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recoznm_end and do recommend to their respective Hous as fol
lows: 

Th.attbe Senate recede fl·om its amendment numbered L 
Th.a.t the House recede from its disagJ,·eement tJ:> the :amendment of the 

Senate numbe.roo 2, a.nd agree to the same. 
HENRY R. GIBSON, 
W. A. CALDERHEAD, 
ROBERT W. MIERS, 

Af.airta{Jers on the part of the House. 
J. H. GALLINGER, 
N.B.SCOTT, 
PARIS GIBSON 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

.:Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Was that the report or the 
statement? 

1\Ir. GIBSON. The report. 
The SPEAKER. Is there a tatement.? . 
Mr. GillSON. There is a statement with the report. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It should at least be printed. 
The SPEAKER.. Without objBction, the statement will b.e 

printed in the RECORD. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Let us have the statement 

read, or something that will explain the action. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentle.man will allow me a word, 

the only difference between tb.e two Houses was that the Senate 
cut thB rate $10 a month .and more accurately defined the service 
of the soldier. It was a bill I introduced, and it is entirely satis
fa-ctory, .although the rate has been cut a little below what it 
should have been. 

Mr. GIBSON. The statement contains the facts, and I ask that 
it be read. 

The statement was read, as follows: 
This bill originally passed the House .at $40 per mon.th, but was a.mended 

in the Senate to $00 per month. The result of the conference is that th 
House recedes from its disagreement to the Senate (second ) amendment and 
your conferees recommend that the bill pass at $30 per month, as it' was 
amended in the Senate. the Senate receding from jts first amendment as to 
name of organization. 

HENRY R. GIB ON, 
W. A. CALDERHE.AD, 
R. W.MIER , 

Mana.gers OJlo til e part of the House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Missis ippi. I just wanted to know what 
the report was. I have no objection. 

Tbe question was taken, and the conference report was .agreed to. 
ELIZABETH .A. BURRILL. 

1\-Ir. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the following conference 
report upon the bill H, R, l2DS4. 

The Clerk read the rep<:Jrt, .a follows: 
T he committee of conference .on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 

on the amendment of the Sena.te to the bill (H. R. liDM) granting a pension 
to Eliza beth A. Burrill, having met, after full and free confer enee ba ve agreed 

to f~~e~n~~ ~~c~~~o:~i~ ~~~:~;~:Ctive Houses as follows: 
HENRY R . GIBSON, 
W. A. ALDERHEAD, 
ROBERT W . MIER , 

Managers on tiLe part of the House. 
J. H. GALLINGER, 
WM. J. DEBOE. 
GEO. TURNER, 

Managers on the pa.,-t of the Senate. 
The Clerk also read the following statement: 
The service of the soldier in this bill was amended in the Senate from the 

"Fiftieth New York Volunteer Engineers," as it passed the House of Repre-
sentatives, to t h e "Fiftietl,). N ew York Volunteer Infantry." -The enate 
amendment was an error, and the result of the conference is that the Senate 
r ecedes from its amendment. and the bill is recommended as it was origi
nally passed by the House of Representatives. 

HENRY R. GIBSON, 
W. A. CALDERHEAD, 
R. W. MIER , 

Managers o'~ the pa1·t of tlte House. 
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Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House agree to H. R. 11353. An act making appropriations for the current and 

the conference report. contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
The conference report was ~greed to. treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 

ending June 30, 1903, and for other pm-poses. 
LE.A. VE TO EXTEND REM.A.RKS. 

1\Ir. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I askunarumous con
sent to extend in the RECORD my remarks this afternoon upon 
the naval bill. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, this oTder will be made. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that theHousedonowadjourn. 

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re
ported that they had presented this day to the President of the 
United States for his approval bills and joint resolution of the 
following titles: 

H . J . Res. 189. Joint resolution making an additional appro
priation for expenses of the dedicati-on of the tatue of Marshal de 
Rochambeau to be unveiled in the city of Washington; 

H. R. 2436. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
W . Roath; 

H. R . 7982. An act granting an increa-se of pension to William 
T. Peterson; 

H. R. 5600. An act granting an increase of pension to John G. 
Sander; 

H. R. 5190. An act granting an increase of pension to Alvin J . 
Hartzell; 

H. R. 8788. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Weidel; 

H. R. 9156. And act granting an increase of pension to Uriah 
Garber; 

H. R. 8016. An a<:t granting an increase of pension to Hannibal 
C. S::tint Clair: 

H. R. 8913. ·An act granting an increase of pension to Rachel 
S. Lyman; 

H. R. 9819. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert .A:. 
Pinn: 

H. ·R. 10122. An act granting an increase of pension to JohnS. 
Burket· ' 

H. R: 10396.- An act grantin$ an increase of pension to Elvin 
A.Esty; · 

H. R. 9656. An act granting an increase of pension to Lunsford 
Y. Bailey; . 

H. R. 2129. An act granting an increase of pension to Warren 
W. H. Lawrence; 

H. R. 1479. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Marnane; 

H. R. 1380. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Tate; . 

H. R. 5217. An act granting an inc~·e e <6pe~n to Elizabeth 
P. Sigfried; 

H. R. 5183. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Holdridge; 

H. R . 6441. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H . Wood; 

H. R. 6645. An act granting an increase of pension to Ann E. 
Austin; 
· H. R. 7840. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
Kerr; 

H . R. 7507. An act granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Ashley; 

H. R. 2486. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Matthews: 

H. R. 3756. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
C. G. Smith; 

H. R. 5110. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Dixon; 

H. R. 7901. An act granting a pension to Dewitt Clinton Letts; 
H. R. 8351. An act granting a J>ension to 1\Iatthew V. Ellis; 
H. R. 9777. An act granting a pension to Helen F. Lasher; 
H. R. 10496. An act granting a pension to Jame T. Steele; 
H. R. 1681. An act granting a pension to E1·ma G. Harvey; 
H. R. 4622. An act granting a pension to Frank W. Lynn; 
H. R. 6434. An act granting a pension to Mary J. Fitch; 
H. R. 3277. An act granting a pension to Frances J. Aber

crombie; 
H. R. 4927. An act granting a pension to George Tucker; • 

· H. R. 4993. An act granting a pension to Mary Shelton Huston; 
H. R. 7018. An act for the relief of Robert J. Spottswood, and 

the heirs of William C. McClellan, deceased; 
H. R. 2316. An act to correct the military record of Albert 

Boker· 
H. R. 53. An a.ct for the protection of cities and towns in the 

Indian Territory,~nd for other purposes; ~nd 

ENROLLED BILLS SIG~TED. 

Mr. WACHTER~ from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re· 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 9037. An act to allow the commutation of homestead 
entries in certain cases and providing for fees and commis ions; 

H. R. 11920. An act granting an increase of pension to George. 
W. Wertz; · 

H. R. 11894. An act granting a pension to Hannah A. Timmons; 
H. R. 1214.8. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred

erick 0. Clark; 
:S:. R. 11051. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 

E. Williams; 
H. R.11117. An act granting an ine1•ease of pension to William 

T . Hamilton; 
H . R. 11850. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan A. 

Volkmar; 
H. R. 12855 . .An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 

Brown· 
H. R. 4393. An act reserving from the public lands in the State 

of Oregon, as a public park, etc.; 
H. R. 5096. An act to place the name of Paul Crum on the 

muster rolls of Company B, First Regiment North Dakota Volun
teer Infantry; 

H. R. 5254. An act granting an increase of pension tO Erios G. 
Budd; 

H. R. 5870. An act granting an inc1·ea.se of pension to 0 car W . 
Lowery; 

H. R. 8007. An act granting an increa e of pension to James W . 
~~; . 

H. R. 12145. An act granting an increase of pension to Caleb 
W. Story; 

H. R. 12015. An act granting an increase of pension to Edgar 
T. Daniels; 

H. R. 11181. An act granting a pension to Alice D. H. Krause; 
H. R. 12239. An act granting an increase of pension to Agnes 

Clark: 
H. R. 11325. An act granting an increase of pension to J ames 

Merrick; 
H. R. 1166". An act granting an increa e of pension to Albion 

P. Stiles; 
H. R. 12552. An act granting a pension to Erwin A. Burke, 

alias Burt A. Erwin; · 
H. R. 11665. An act granting an increase of pension to Caleb 

C. Briggs; 
H. R. 11695. An act granting an increase of pension to George 

W. Hatton; 
H. R. 11787. An act granting a pension to John J. Manner; 
H. R. 12788. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth MeDon~ 

ald; · 
H. R. 11783. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

M. ~Iontgomery; 
H. R. 12713. An act granting an increase of pension to Bernard 

McCormick; 
H. R; 13076. An act to apportion the term of office of Senators 

elected at the first general election in the Ten-itory of Hawaii; 
H. R. 13093. An act granting a pension to Eliza A. Brownlow; 
H. R. 12899. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

H. Rightmire; 
H. R. 13416. An act granting an increase of pension to Isabella 

H. Thompson; 
H. R. 13288. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 

across the Tennessee River in Marion County, Tenn.; and 
H. R. 13439. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

Blanchard. 
The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills and 

joint resolution of the following titles: 
S. 1295. An act fu amend an act authorizing the construction of 

a railway, street railway, motor, wagon, and pedestrian bridge 
over the 1\Iissouri River near Council Bluffs, Iowa, and Omaha, 
Nebr., approved February 13, 1891.., and amended by an act ap
proved January 28, 1893, and by an act approved April 21, 1898, 
and to authorize the Omaha Bridge and Terminal Railway Com
pany, successor to the Interstate Bridge and Street Railway Com
pany, to complete, reconstruct, and change a bridge for railway 
and street railway pm·poses over the Missouri River near Coun
cil Bluffs, Iowa, and Omaha, Nebr.; 

S. 2951. An act granting an increase of pension to :Maria J. 
Wilson; and 

S. R. 82. Joint resolution providing for the printing annually 
of franks required for sending out seeds. · 
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SENATE BILL REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker stable and referred to its appropriate 
committee as indicated below: 

S. 5383. An act providing that the circuit court of appeals of 
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States shall hold at least 
one term of said court annually in the city of Atlanta, in the State 
of Georgia, on the first Monday in October in each year-to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 57 
minutes) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o'clock noon. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Ru1e XXIV, the following executive commu

nications were taken from the Speaker'ff table and referred, as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of State, announcing the trans
mission to Congress of certified copies of franchises granted by 
the executive council of Porto Rico-to the Committee on Insu1ar 
Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
William E. Carhart against the United States-to the Committee 
on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Ru1e XIII, bills and reSolutions of the follow
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and 1·eferred to the several Calendars therein named, as 
follows: 

Mr. ADAMSON, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5406) 
to authorize the construction of a bridge a-cross the Savannah 
River from the mainland of Aiken County, S. C., to the main
land of Richmond County, Ga., reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2045); which .said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. LOVERING, from the Committee on Interstate and For
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 
(S. 1026) to fix the compensation of district superintendents in 
the Life-Saving Service, reported the same without amendment. 
accompanied by a report (No. 2046); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14107) adjusting 
certain conflicts respecting State school indemnity selections in 
lieu of school sections in abandoned military reservations, re
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2048); which said bill and report were referred to the Com
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WOOTEN, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10933) to provide for 
the erection, at Fredericksburg, Va., of the m onument to the 
memory of Gen. Hugh Mercer, which it was ordered by Congress 
on the 8th day of April, 1777, should be erected, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2054); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Ru1e XIII, Mr. SCIDRM, from the Commit
tee on Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
11329) for the relief of Mrs. Inez Shorb White, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2049); which 
~id bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Under clause 2 of Ru1e XIII, Mr. HEPBURN, from the Commit

tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred 
the bill of the Senate (S. 1568) to restore Henry D. Hall to the 
Revenue-Cutter Service, reported the same adversely, accompa
nied by a report (No. 2047); which said bill and report were laid 
on the table. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
. Under clause 2 of Rule XXII. committees were discharged from 

the consideration ·of bills of the following titles; which were 
thereupon referred, as follows: 

.A bill (H. R. 11093) granting a pension to Nannj.e M. Kim-

berly-Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 14392) for the relief of the estate of Ramsay 
Crooks-Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND 'MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R.14441) to author4 

ize the Secretary of War, in his discretion, to favor American-built 
ships in the transportation of Government supplies to the Philip4 

pines across the Pacific Ocean-to the Committee on Military . 
Affairs. · 

By Mr. TRIMBLE: A bill (H. R. 14442) to establish a fish4 

hatching and fish-culture station in north central Kentucky (Sev
enth Congressional district)-to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. METCALF (by request): A bill (H. R.14443) to estab4 

lish a national conservatory of music and art for the education of 
advanced pupils in music in all its branches, vocal and instru4 

mental, as well as painting, drawing, and etching-to the Com· 
mittee on Education. · · · 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 14464) to amend the law relat
ing to the salmon fisheries of Alaska-to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 191) to 
authorize the· officer in charge of the new building for the Gov4 

ernment Printing Office to pay full wages to per diem employees 
carrie·d on the pay rolls of said building on September 17, 18, and 
19, 1901, when work was suspended out of respect to the memory 
of the late President of the United States-to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A resolution (H. Res. 
260) to provide for a clerk for the conference minority-to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. CONRY: Resolutions of the great and general court of 
Massachusetts, in favor of the construction of war vessels in the 
United States navy-yards-to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the senate 
and house of representatives of the Commonwealth of Massachu· 
setts, in favor of construction of war vessels in the United States 
navy-yards-to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Resolutions of the Massachusetts legisla- · 
ture, in favor of building war vessels in United States navy
yards-to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. THAYER: A resolution of the Massa-chusetts legis~ 
ture , relating to the building of war vessels in navy-yards of the 
United States-.to th~ommittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. McCnL: Pett!ion of legislature of Massachusetts, in 
favor of passage of bill to provide for the construction of United 
States war vessels in Government navy-yards-to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Ru1e XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as fol-
~~ . 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 14444) granting an increase of 
pension to Frances Bennett-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R.14445) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph Reed-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14446) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles S. Mumford-to the Committee on Invalid Pen ions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14447) granting a pension to Jennie Black
burn Johnston-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK: A bill (H. R. 14448) granting a pension to 
James M. Cartmill-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.14449) granting a pension to Ignatz Bohnert-
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14450) granting a pension to Almond T. 
Vaug~-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14451) granting a pension to Dr. John A. 
J3lackwell-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14452) granting a pension to Peter Berg-to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: A bill (H. R. 14453) granting an in
crease of pension to John H. Poynter-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 14454) granting a pension. to 
Addison L. Brown-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions . 
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By Mr. JACKSON of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 14455) authoriz

ing the appointment and retirement of Charles Chaille-Long with 
the rank of colonel, United States Army-to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 14456) granting a pension to 
Lois Van Thorn-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 14457) granting a pen
sion to Emily C. Brasier-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 14458) granting a pension to 
Hattie M. Whitney-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R. 14459) for the relief of the heirs 
and legal representatives of Hercules Webster Bauld, who was 
drowned from the United States steamer Lancaster at Bridge
town,· Barbados, West Indies-to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SPIGHT: A bill (H. R. 14460) for the relief of Henry· 
C. McElroy-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By :Mr. TRIMBLE: A bill (H. R. 14461) to increase the pension 
of John F. Rodgers-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14462) granting an increase of pension to 
Davis Preston-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14463) granting an increase of pension to 
William Fuller-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 14465) granting an increase 
of pension to Nathan R. Jersey-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. · 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: A bill (H. R. 14466) for the relief of Kate 
Fogarty-to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MOODY of Oregon: A bill (H. R. 14467) to remove the 
charge of desertion standing against Jerome Brown-to the Com
mit tee on Military Affairs. 

By 1\Ir. WILLIAMS of lllinois: A bill (H. R. 14468) granting a 
pension to James K. P. White-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. SULLOW A Y: A resolution (H. Res. 261) to provide 
for paying Herman Gauss $750-to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A resolution (H. Res. 262) to pro
vide for paying D. S. Porter $500-to the Committee on Accounts. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rnle XXIT, the following petitions and papers 

were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BATES: Resolution of Typographical Union No. 181, 

of Meadville, Pa., urging the passage of the Senate amendment 
to the sund.I·y civil bill increasing the appropriation to the United 
States Geological Survey-to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BOUTELL: Memorials of German societies of Chicago, 
lli., for a monument to Baron Steuben in W~hington-to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of the National Business League, favoring the 
creation of a department of commerce-to the Committee on In
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BURK of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of Phila
delphia, Pa., in favor of Honse bills 178 and 179, reducing the tax 
on distilled spirits-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CANNON: Papers to accompany House bill 14447, 
granting a pension to Jennie Blackburn Johnston-to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 14446, granting an in
crease of pension to Charles S. Mumford-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 14445, g!'anting an in
crease of pension to Joseph Reed-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: Petition and papers in support of bill 
13714, to increase the pension of William C. Niles-to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: Papers to accompanyHouse bill14453, 
granting an increase of pension to JohnH. Paynt.er-to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolutions of the common council of Kenosha, 
Wis., urging the passage of House bill163, to pension employees 
and dependents of Life-Saving Service-to the Committee on In
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also. resolutions of common council of Milwaukee, Wis., for 
legi lation against the meat trust-to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. . 

By 1\Ir. FITZGERALD: Resolution of Drug Section of New 
York Board of Trade and Transportation, favoring the passage 
of House bill 11308, allowing the payment of a drawback in the 
case of certain imported articles-to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. FOWLER: Petition of J. W. Powelson and other citi
zens of Elizabeth, N.J., for the repeal of the tariff on beef, veal, 
mutton, ancl pork-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. A. Liggett and others of Rahway, N.J., for 

an amendment to the Constitution preventing polygamous mar
riages-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of F. Berg and othflrs of Essex County, N.J., in 
support of the present tariff law-to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of A. Walters and others of Jersey City and Tren
ton, N.J., and vicinity, favoring the passage of House bill10793, 
prohibiting the use of "Jim Crow" cars in interstate business
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of Carpenters and Joiners' Union No. 7574, of 
Elizabeth, N.J., favoring the construction of war vessels in the 
United States navy-yards-to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of German Liquor Dealers' Association, of Eliza
beth, N.J., in favor of House bills 178 and 179, reducing the tax 
on distilled spirits-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the Ladies 
Branch of the New Bedford Port Society, urging the passage of 
House bill 163, to pension employees and dependents of Life
Saving Service-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Resolutions of the common council of 
South Haven, Mich., urging the passage of House bill 163, to pen
sion employees and dependents of Life-Saving Service-to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. . 

By Mr. HANBURY: Resolutions of Seventh Assembly Demo
cratic Association, of Brooklyn, N.Y., indorsing Honse bill6279, 
to increase the pay of letter carriers-to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the d.I'Ug-trade section of the New York 
Board of Trade and Transportation, allowing the payment of a 
drawback in cases where certain imported materials can not be 
positively identified, as shown in House bill 11308-to the Com
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petition of board of education of Hoboken, 
N.J., favoring the passage of House bill6279, to increase the pay 
of letter carriers-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post
Roads. 

By Mr. HULL: Resolutions of Mine Workers' Union No. 55, of 
Des Moines, Iowa, for more rigid restriction of immigration-to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MAHONEY: Petitions of National Polish Alliance Soci
eties Nos. 348 and 503, of Chicago, lli., favoring the erection of 
a statue to the late Brigadier-General Count Pulaski at Wash
ington-to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of citizens of Massachusetts, pro- · 
testing against cattlemen taking lands of Sioux Indians-to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Petitions of 0. A. Ebbinghaus, of New 
York City, and John A. Phelan, of Yonkers; John J. Mellin and· 
others,• of Tarrytown, N.Y., and resolutions of the Tammany 
Hall general committee of the Thirty-fifth assembly district of 
New York City, for the repeal of the duties on beef, veal, mutton, 
and pork-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Iron Trades Council of San Francisco, Cal., 
urging the construction of Government vessels in navy-yards-to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Union Republican Club of New York 
City, Bricklayers' GeneralE.xecutiveBoard of Greater New York, 
and Woman's Republican Association of the State of New York, 
in favor of the proposed increase of pay to letter carriers-to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. . 

Also, resolution of the Maritime Association of the Port of New 
York, that all American sailing vessels under 1,000 tons register, 
and of rating not inferior to A1t, should participate in all of the 
general provisions of the ship-subsidy bill-to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolutions of the drug-trade section of the New York 
Board of Trade and Transportation, favoring the enactment of 
House bill11308-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolutions of the New Century Study 
Circle and French Chamber of Commerce of New York, indors
ing House bill6279, to increase the pay of letter carriers-to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition of Central Labor Union of New 
London, Conn., favoring the passage of House bill6279, increas
ing the salary of letter carriers-to the Committee on ·the Post-. 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolution of the New York Board of Trade 
and Transportation, in favor of House bill 11308-to the Commit
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Resolutions of the Shreveport, La., Board of 
Trade, favoring the elevation of the Division of Statistics of the 
Department of Agriculture to the standing of a bureau-to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 
• By Mr. SULZER: Resolutions of the French Chamber of Com
merce of New York, and New Century Study Circle, of New 
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York, indorsing House bill6279, to increase the pay of letter car
riers-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TRIMBLE: .Petition of Davis Preston, for increase of 
pension-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill14463, granting a pension 
to William Fuller-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON: Resolution of the drug trade section of the 
New York Board of Trade and Transportation, in favor of House 
bill No. 11308-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

SENATE. 
FRIDAY, May 16, 1902. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro

ceedings, when, on request of Mr. SCOTT, and by unanimous con
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour-
nal stands approved. . 

FRANCHISES IN PORTO RICO. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com

munication from the Secretary of State, transmitting copies of 
five franchises which have been gt·anted by the executive council 
of Porto Rico in conformity with the act temporarily to provide 
revenue and civil government for Porto Rico; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Pacific 
Islands and Porto Rico and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 

McKENNEY, its em·olling clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the following bill and joint resolution: 

A bill (S. 89) to construct a road to the national cemetery at 
Dover, Tenn.; and _ 

A joint resolution (S. R. 99) :fi:xing the time when certain pro
visions of the Indian appropriation act for the year ending June 
30, 1903, shall take effect. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
reports of the committee of conference on . the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the fol
lowing bills: 

A bill (H. R. 12054) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Bur
rill: and 

A bill (H. R. 13371) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
D. P almer. 

The message further announced that the House insists upon its 
amendment to the bill (S. 1172) granting an increase of pension 
to Catharine F. Edmunds, disagreed to by the Senate, ag1·ees to 
the conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two 'Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. LOUDEN
SLAGER, Mr. BROMWELL, and Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama man
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 5 09) for the further distribution of the reports of 
the Supreme Court; and 

A bill (H. R. 12796) providing for free homesteads in the Ute 
Indian Reservation, in Colorado. 

E?\"""ROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 
The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 

had signed the following enrolled bills and JOint resolution; and 
they were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

S. 1295. An act to amend an act authorizing the construction of 
a railway, street railway, motor, wagon, and pedestrian bridge 
over the Missouri River near Council Bluffs, Iowa, and Omaha, 
Nebr. , approved February 13, 1891, and amended by an act ap
proved January 28, 1893, and by an act approved April21, 1898, 
and to authorize the Omaha Bridge and Terminal Railway Com
pany, successor to the Interstate Bridge and Street Rallway Com
pany, to complete, reconstruct, and change a bridge for railway 
and street railway purposes over the Missouri River near Council 
Bluffs, Iowa, and Omaha, Nebr.; 

S. 2951. .An act granting an increase of pension to Maria J. 
Wilson; 

H. R. 4393. An act reserving from the public lands in the State 
of Oregon, as a public park, etc.; 

H. R. 5096. An act to place the name of Paul Crum on the 
muster rolls of Company B, First Regiment North Dakota Volun
teer Infantry; · 

H. R. 5254. An act granting an increase of pension to Enos G. 
Budd; 

H. R. 5870. An act granting an increase of pension to Oscar W. 
Lowery; • 

H. R. 8007. An act granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Lewis· 

H. R. 9037. An act to -allow the commutation of homestead 
entries in certain cases and providing for fees and commissions; 

H. ~ .. 11051. An act granting an increase of pension to Hem·y 
E. Williams; 

H. R. 11117 • .An act granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Hamilton; 

H. R. 11181. An act granting a pension to Alice D. H. Krause; 
H. R. 11325. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

Merrick; 
H. R.11662. An act granting an increase of pension to Albion 

P. Stiles; 
H. R. 11665 . .An act granting an increase of pension to Caleb 

C. Briggs; · 
H. R. 11695. An act granting an increase of pension to George 

W. Hatton; 
H. R. 11783 . .An act gt·anting an increase of pension to Charles 

M. Montgomery; . 
H. R. 11787. An act granting a pension to John J. :?tlanner; 
H. R. 11850. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan A. 

Volkmar; 
H. R. 11894. .An act granting a pension to Hannah A. Timmons; 
H. R. 11920. An act granting an in01·ease of pension to George 

W. Wertz; · 
H. R. 12015. An act granting an increase of pension to Edgar 

T. Daniels; 
H. R. 12145. An act granting an increase of pension to Caleb 

W. Story; 
H. R. 12148. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred-

erick 0. Clark; , 
H. R. 12239. .An act granting an increase of pension to Agnes 

Clark; 
H. R. 12552. An act granting a pension to Envin A. Burke, 

alias Burt A. Erwin; 
H. R. 12713. An act granting an increase of pension to Beru.ard 

McCormick; 
H. R. 12788 . .An act granting a pension to Elizabeth McDoL..tld; 
H. R. 12855. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 

Brown; 
H. R. 12899. An act granting an increase of pension to WiL.iam 

H. Rightmire; 
H. R. 13076. An act to apportion the term of office of senators 

elected at the first general election in the Territory of HawaH; . 
H. R. 13093. An act granting a pension to Eliza .A. Brownlow; 
H. R. 13288. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 

across the Tennessee River in Marion County, Tenn.; 
H. R. 13416. An act granting an increase of pension to Isabella 

H. Thompson; • · 
H. R. 13439. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

Blanchard; 
H. R. 12996 . .An act making appropriations for the diplomatic 

and consular service in the Republic of Cuba; and 
S. R. 82. Joint resolution providing for the printing annually 

of franks required for sending out seeds. · 
PETITIONS .AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the drug trade 
section of the New York Board of Trade and Transportation, of 
New York City, praying for the enactment of legislation allovt'ing 
the payment of a drawback in cases where certain imported rna-· 
terials can not be positively identified, etc.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Lucky Thought Lodge, No. 232, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Middletown, N.Y., pt'ay
ing for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to 
limit the meaning of the word" conspirar.y" and the use of" re
straining orders and injunctions '' in certain cases, and r emon
strating against the passage of any substitute therefor; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. · 

He also presented petitions of sundry members of the Audubon 
Society of Brooklyn, New Lebanon, Mount Lebanon, Brentwood, 
New York City, Central Slip, and Lebanon Springs, all in the 
State of New York, and of J ersey City, N.J., praying for the en
actment of. legislation providing for the protection of game in 
Alaska, etc.; which were referred to the Committee on Forest 
R eservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented petitions of the Manhattan Republican Club, 
of the Twenty-thh·d assembly distl'ict; of the French Chamber of 
Commerce; of the New Century Study Circle, and of the Seven
teenth Assembly Distl'ict Republican Club, all in the city of New 
York, praying for the enactment of legislation increasing the 
compensation of letter carriers; which were referred to the Com
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. QUARLES presented petitions of the common council of 
Kenosha and of the common council of R acine, in the State of 
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